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Every Solicitor 


should bring to the notice of his 
client the Legal and General scheme 
for purchase of Stock or Bonds 
by instalments whereby no dis- 


turbance of capital is involved. 


An Attractive Feature 


of the New Victory Loan is the 
privilege of using the Stock or 
Bonds for the 


PAYMENT OF DEATH DUTIES. 





An Additional Advantage 


enabling the purchase of Stock 





to be spread over a period of 
years, and securing settlement of 
Death Duties immediately the first 


instalment of purchase is made, 








is offered in 


THE VIGTORY LOAN PURCHASE SCHEME 


of 


THE LEGAL & GENERAL 


LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
10, Fleet Street, London, E.C. 4. 





lar as 





The Solicitors’ Journal 


and Weekly Reporter. 
(ESTABLISHED IN 1857.) 
LONDON, JULY 5, 
ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTION, WHICH MUST B} 
Foreign, £2 16s, 


1919. 
PAID IN ADVANCE: 





£2 12s, ; by Post, £2 14s, ; 


H\LF-YEARLY AND QUARTERLY SUBSCRIPTIONS IN PROPORTION, 


«*. The Editor cannot undertake to return rejected contributions, and 
copies should be kept of all articles sent by writers who are not on 
the regular staff of the JOURNAL. 


All letters intended for publication must be authenticated by the 
name of the writer. 
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| Current Topics. 

| 

| The Peace. 

igned between the Allied and Associated Powers 
und Germany last Saturday There appears to be no 
yt that it will be duly ratified, and even before ratification it 
be taken that hostilities, which for the most part ceased at 
mistice last November, ought entirely to cease, “‘ This,’’ 
by Dr. Coteman Puitutrpson (‘‘ Termination of War 
eaties of 188), not an established prin- 
’ but he argues strongly in favour 


PEACE WAS 


doul 


Peace,”’ p 
of International Law, 
on the ground of reason and expediency.’’ 
not to have been adopted on the present 
formally maintained until 
implies the continuation of 


vdoption *‘ 
it seems 
the 
ition by Germany, and thi 
ol hostility 
formal, for measuges for the relief of distress in Germany 

» been for some time in operation, and the humanity of the 


on, tor blockade is 


This, however, is, we imagine, little more 


d would have revolted at any attempt at coercion by 


famine, whatever the result of the Peace negotiations had been. 


As to the terms of the Treaty, we have tried to assist in making 


| them understood, but it is not for us to comment on them. So 


they are open to criticism, they are capable of being 
modified and supplemented under the auspices of the League 
of Nations, so as to result in true the term 
used in the Allies’ Reply and which ex presses the object now 


to be aimed at 


reconciliation 


The Report of the Council of the Law Society. 
Tue Report of the Council for the past year, extracts from 
ich we print on another page, shews that the distraction of 
not interfered with the ordinary work of 
y, and indicate 
that the coming year will be one of special interest Of this 
Jarristers and 


events ha 


some of the matters touched upon 


bod 
nature is the note of the progress so far of the 
(Qualification of Women) Bill, which now awaits the 
e of the Government for its passage through the House 
, and the note on the changes, accomplished or pro- 
in regard to remuneration. On that head we 
may call attention to the motion of Mr. Henry ANpDERSON at 
the annual general meeting of the Law Society next week, and 
also to the letter from a ‘‘ Managing Clerk,’’ which we print 
In addition, the proposal for the creation of a 


Solieitors 
assistan 
of Common 


| sed. solicitors’ 


elsewhere 
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Ministry of Justice has not been lost sight of, and before long, 
we presume, there will be issued the report of the Committee 
on Land Transfer, which has been appointed as a Sub-Com 
mittee of the Acquisition of Land Committee; and the ques- 
tion of the extension of county court jurisdiction, and in par 
ticular of provincia] jurisdiction in matrimonial cases, is likely 
to be raised. These are questons of special legal importance, 
and if we add to them the measures of public as well as legal! 
interest, such as the Transport Bill and other Bills now before 
Parliament, we have the promise of no little legislative and 
perhaps controversial activity. 


The Question of Fusion. 

THE QuESTION of the fusion of the two branches of the pro- 
fession was disposed of, for the at the special general 
meeting on 28th February last 
were 1,820 in favour and 3,531 against, and, of course, the 
Inns of Court have to be reckoned with as well. But analogous 
to fusion is the right of audience for solicitors in all courts, and 
that question is to be raised at next week’s meeting by Mr. 
James Dopp. We may, point out that there is a 


present, 
when, on a poll, the numbers 


however, 


measure, short of absolute fusion, which goes far to 
produce the same results, though it has the advantage 
of being less revolutionary and of involving less disturbance 


of existing practice. We refer to the system under which 


there are two branches of the profession with separate admit 


tance to each, but with liberty for the same individual to be, if 


he wishes, both a barrister and a solicitor This, we gather 
from the article by Mr. Justice Rippewt, of the Supreme 
Court of Ontario, on ‘‘ Women as Practitioners of Law,’’ in 


last December 
lation (which we noticed at the time, ante, p. 238), is the system 
in Ontario, and apparently elsewhere in Canada (ante, p. 312). 
In Australia (in Queensland and Victoria) fusion appears to 
have been carried further, and admission to either branch 
carries the right to practise both as a barrister and as a soli 
citor. Assuming, however, that the branches are kept distinct, 
with distinct qualifications, but with liberty to the same indivi- 
dual to obtan each qualification and admittance to each branch, 
the question of overlapping qualifications will arise It is, 
indeed, an objection to the existing system here that it in 
volves two separate schools of legal education—those of the 
Inns of Court and of the Law Society—and this would be 
accentuated if the same individual required to pass through 
both. It would then, we imagine, become imperative to co 


’s number of the Journal of Com parative Legis 


ordinate the two both as regards lectures and examinations, 
and probably solicitors would have to be added to the Council 
of Legal Education. We make these remarks by way of sug 
gestion, for it is improbable that the question of fusion in some 


form or other will be allowed to rest 


Treaties and the Prerogative. 

Mucu of our text-book learning on constitutional law has 
gone by the board in the practical experience of war ; our courts 
have either revived views of the Prerogative supposed to be 
obsolete or have reinterpreted in a very wide way old rules of 
the common law—r.., those relating to alien enemies and con 
tracts with them—which were supposed to have a narrower 
scope. The reason for this is simple. Our constitutional law 
is not the simple and coherent system that writers like Dicky 
and ANSON would have us believe. Rather, as the late Pro- 
fessor MaITLAND pointed out, in his posthumously published 
but epoch-making ‘‘ 
tangled mosaic consisting of a whole succession of different 
layers of law, very often different in principle from one another, 
so that the resulting rules may be regarded as the fossil 
survivals of a series of epochs resembling the Geological 
Record in their discontinuity and variety. Saxon customs, 
Norman dogmas, the medieval interpretation of Roman law 
and canon law, the somewhat bureaucratic reconstructions of 
principles by the great lawyers who built up the Tudor Settle- 
ment, the Puritan reaction under Sir Epwarp Coxe in the 


Lectures on Constitutional Law,’’ it is a 


have contributed their quota to the authorities and the deci- 
sions. The result is that a skilful lawyer can find judicial 
materials to support almost any view he chooses to take of the 
Prerogative. Naturally, in such circumstances, expediency 
and public opinion have not been without their influence on 
recent judicial pronouncements on the great doctrines of the 
common law. The well-accepted rule that the Crown has the 
sole right’ of making treaties, and can cede away if it pleases, 
without consent of Parliament, Cornwall or Kent (to quote Pro- 
fessor Dicey’s well-known illustration), is probably as uncer- 
tain, and as likely to undergo judicial revising were it ever 
questioned in a court of law, as any other doctrine concerning 
the Prerogative. 


The Signature of Treaties. 


THE ACCEPTED theory of treaty-making powers, as laid down 
in the standard works of Anson (Vol. II.) and Hatu’s Inter- 
national Law, seems to be this: The King has the sole power 
of making war and concluding peace, and entering into nego- 
tiations with foreign Powers during either war or peace. Hence 
every treaty requires the signature of the Sovereign or of his 
duly ap pointed attorneys, known in international law as pleni- 
potentiaries. The provisions of a treaty so signed are binding 
on the Crown and = its subjects, provided they were not u/tra 
vires of the Royal Prerogative. So far so good. But the diff- 
culty arises in saying when a provision is ultra vires of the 
Prerogative. It seems clear that a stipulation directly contra. 
dicting a specific provision to the contrary in an Act of Par- 
liament is invalid, for the Prerogative can never override the 
will of the Legislature expressed in @ statute. Possibly, too, 
a provision contradicting a general enactment in a statute 
would be void—e.g., one violating the Aliens Act or the Mili- 
tary Service Acts. But there seems no known rule which 
denies intra vires to a treaty stipulation merely violating a 
principle of the common law—e.g., a treaty might cede English 
territory, sell English subjects to a foreigner, and agree to pay 
. tribute to some enemy Power, and yet not be invalid, because 
it breaks no statutory limitation imposed on the Royal Pre- 
rogative, But in actual practice no attempt thus to offend 
the principle of constitutional liberty has ever been made by 
the Crown. Treaties ceding or even accepting territory are 
always in practice embodied in an Act of Parliament and sub- 
mitted to the Legislature for approval. The Treaty of Utrecht 
and the Treaty of Paris were so submitted. And the Govern- 
ment now proposes to adopt the same course with all those 
provisions of the Treaty of Versailles relating to the League 
of Nations which alter the accepted principles of ‘international 
law. The Declaration of London, it will be remembered, was 
embodied in the Naval Prize Bill and rejected by the House of 
Lords, although our plenipotentiaries had executed it on behalf 
of the Crown. In that case, however, the Government subse- 
quently put the Declaration in force by Order in Council, with 
certain modifications and exceptions, though under the pressure 
of experience it was withdrawn. But the Courts, notwith- 
standing the treaty-making power of the Crown, never 
regarded the Declaration as in itself an authority on the law. 
The Peace Treaty and Mandatories, 

WE HaAvE referred to the subject of mandates more than once 
in these columns (ante, pp. 282, 513). On examining the full 
text of the Treaty as published in the Times of 28th June, the 
subject is found to be dealt with in Article 22, but there is no 
re of the detailed solution of the question raised by 
us , how a British possession is to be made a direct m: unda- 
tory of the League of Nations whilst retaining its character 
as part of the Empire. This solution is evidently left over 
to be dealt with in subsidiary documents. Practically, to all 
appearance, there will be annexation more or less permanent 
in the case of the territories to be administered by South Africa 
and Australia. The article says: ‘‘ There are territories, such 
as South-West Africa and certain of the South Pacific Islands, 
which, owing to the sparseness of their population, or their 





direction of “‘ liberties ’’ rather than ‘‘ liberty,’”’ and the more 
recent efforts towards a scientific 


jurisprudence—all these 


small size, or their remoteness from the centres of civilization, 
or their geographical contiguity to the territory of the Man- 
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datory, or other circumstances, can be best administered under 
the laws of the Mandatory as integral portions of its territory, 
subject to the safeguards above mentioned in the interests of 
the indigenous population A permanent Commission is to 
be constituted to receive and examine the annual reports of the 
Mandatories and to advise the Counc‘l on all matters relating 
to the observance of the mandates. 


The Dominions and the Treaty. 
THE METHOD of introducing and 
dominions of the British Empire in the Treaty of Peace is 
worth noticing. Of the five self-governing dominions 
Canada, Australia, South Africa, New Zealand and Newfound 
land—only four have a place, Newfoundland’s name not 
appearing. On the other hand, India (though not self-gover 
ing) has a place, and is named in the Treaty. Of the Allied 
and Associated Powers who are parties to the Treaty, *' The 
British Empire '’—not the United Kingdom—is one. Then 
the ‘‘ High Contracting Parties ’’—/.¢., the Powers named 
are “‘ represented as follows,’’ his Majesty the King of the 
United Kingdom, &c., being represented ‘‘ for the Dominion 
of Canada by,’’ &c., Australia 
by,’’ &c., &c. So famas any juridical theory is implied, this 
rather implies that the King, besides being King of ‘‘ Great 
Britain and Ireland ’’ and ‘‘ the British Dominions beyond the 


describing the oversea 


‘*for the Commonwealth of 


Seas ’’ is also in a special sense King of Canada, King of Aus 
tralia; &c. Constitutional law, however, is not made, but 
grows. 


Divorce and Interned Aliens. 

AN INTERESTING point of practice came up before HorRIDGE, 
J., in Kraugs v. Krauss (Times, 1st inst.). An interned 
Austrian He was a domiciled, but not 
naturalized, Briton, and had married in England. On the out 
break of war he remained here, and subsequently was interned 
During the internment, it was alleged, his wife committed 
adultery ; medical evidence of her condition and a confession 
were offered to the Court But the question at once arose, 
since peace with Austria is not yet concluded, whether Krauss, 
as an alien enemy and a prisoner of war, could sue in this 
country. On that point it seems clear that if Krauss had 
registered he must be regarded as under the protection of the 
Crown, and therefore impliedly licensed to reside in this country 
and sue in our courts. 


sued for divorce 


For this proposition there are two well 


known authorities Prine XS Th urn and Ta ris v. 
Moffitt (1915, 1 Ch. 58), and NSchaffenius v. Goldherg 
(1916, l K. B. 284) The former decided that 


registration of an alien enemy, under the requirements of 
the Alien Enemies Order, 1914, confers His Majesty's protec 
tion, and ig the foundation of a right to use His Majesty's 
courts for the enforcement of legal rights. The latter case 
held that a registered alien does not upon internment forfeit 
his implied licence to reside under Crown protection ; rather, 
as Mr. Justice YouNGER somewhat facetiously put it, must an 
internment Order be regarded as a very pressing invitation to 
remain in residence here. Mr. Justice HorripGE accordingly 
took the view that on proof of registration by Krauss he would 
assume jurisdiction to hear and determine his petition for a 
divorcee. Since the evidence of registration was merely 
that of petitioner, and a hearsay report in reply to inquiries 
of the police, the case was adjourned for production of the 
proper formal proof. 


Rookeries and the Defence of the Realm 


Tue case of Hedley-Steuart v. Byng, (Times, 5th June) is 
not perhaps of any great importance in itself, but it serves, as 
many another case has done, to shew how subversive of the law 
of the realm are the regulations for the defence of the realm 
called into being by emergency legislation. In that case the 
plaintiff claimed damages for trespass, alleging that the 
defendants wrongfully entered on her land, killed a large num- 
ber of rooks and destroyed their nests. The defendants pleaded 











that they were justified in so doing by the authority of the 
Northumberland War Agricultural Executive Committee, act- 
ing under the Rookeries Order, 1917. The plaintiff, in reply, 


alleged that the authority given by the committee was ultra 


res. By the Rookeries Order, 1917, it was provided that, if 
the committee were satisfied that rooks were likely to cause 
injury to crops, they could take such action as, in their opinion, 


might be 
rooks to prevent or reduce such injury 


necessary with a view to diminishing the number of 
Sauter, J., held that 

were justified in their action, and the Court of 
Appeal clear that, apart 
from the Rookeries Order, there could be no question of abating 
and that the Court of 
in deciding as they did, were imply bowing to a force 


the defendants 


confirmed his decision It seems 


a nuisance or justilyjng the tre Spas 
Appeal, 
mia some notice 


Lpeure With regard to justifying a trespass, 


ought perh aps to be taken of the recent case of Cope Vv. Sharpe 
(.Vo. 2) (1912, 1 K. B. 496), where it was laid down by the 
Court of Appeal that to justify a tre spass it is sufi@ent to shew 
necessary at the time 
when it took place, and it was accordingly held that a lessee of 
in the event of a fire breaking out on the 
land, take all steps reasonably necessary for the preservation 
of the game. The facts there were not altogether unlike those 
in Hedley-Steuart v. Byng, with the all-important exception 
that the 


that the intervention was reasonably 


porting rights may, 


a lessee, and not a mere volunteer or 
not. therefore extend the justification 
of trespass to a case like HMedley-Steuart v. Byng, in which 
apart from the Rookeries Order, be 


many such Orders are beneficial to the 


defendant was 
stranger The case does 
the trespass could not 

No doubt 
nation, not only in war-time but in peace-time, and where 
may expect to see some of them at least find a 
tatute book At. all events, it seems 
of private property so jealously guarded 


ju tified. 


that 1 oO, we 
permanent place on the 
that the right ’ 
ie common law will become more and more 


likely 


for centuries by t 
ubservient to the public interest, especially in the matter of 
food ipply 


Proof of Survivorship. 


Our courts act on the sound rule, in cases where the court 
is asked to presume irvivol hip on the part ot one of two 

mmmorentes, that mere fanciful presumptions will not be 
made The Roman law system, under which an elaborate 
series of presumptions was recognized, based on the supposed 
superior strength of various classes of persons, is no part of 
our English law l’rima facie, when two person die together, 


death at the moment of time is 


sumption is to be di 


same 


If this pre 
placed, clear evidence of the actual fact 


presumed 


must be offered, and not mere conjectures or inferences as to 
In other 


prohata non probabilia cogunt 


which of the two is more likely to have survived 


words. our trfte maxim, facta 


judicium, governs this as other cases Such, is the prin iple 
on which Lord CoLeripce evidently acted in Re Thomas 
Coupe, deceased (Times, 1st Juby), where an _ interesting 
point of practice arose A husband and _ wife, both 
over eighty years of age, lived alone The man suf- 
fered from valvular heart. disease and was subject to 
fits of faintmess; the woman had been ill with bronchitis 
and was confined to bed at the date of their joint 
decease. About midnight one evening both spouse were 


found dead in the bedroom, the husband on the floor and the 
these circumstances counsel for the wife’s 
he survived, not unnaturally tried 
to suggest a theory of her survivorship. The gas would attack 
first the person on the floor, who probably had a heart attack 


wife in bed In 
next-of-kin, who gained if 


and had fallen down, and not until some time later the woman 
This seems extremely plausible His lordship 
objected that gas is lig Counsel replied that the 


in the bed 
ht and rises. 


poisonous element in the gas, namely, carbon monoxides, 1s 
heavy and hugs the floor His theory is not improbably the 
correct inference from the facts, but it rests on mere “ pro- 


habilia,’’ not probata,’’ and the learned Judge refused to 


make any presumption of survivorship in the absence of some- 
thing in the nature of real legal evidence, 
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‘* Legitimation 


OUR CORRESPONDENT 
on ‘‘ Legitimation by Subsequent Marriage,’’ takes us to task | 


‘E. S. P. H.,”’ who wrote last week 
letter as if he personally used the word 


for printing hi 
which, no doubt, 


** legitimatize in 
has the greater weight of authority in its favour and is right 
in principle. The Oxford Dictionary supports 1b with quota- 
tions from Pepys, De For, HaLtiam and Freeman. But with 
FREEMAN that boat, Frovpe is naturally in another, and 


tead of ‘‘ legitimate,’’ 


in 


the Dictionary shews him as using ‘‘ legitimatize’’ and “‘ legi- 
timization,’’ so that—as some would say—with characteris- 
tic inaccuracy, he hovers between two forms, both wrong. But 


as to the former word he is in company with MACKINTOSH and 
Cardinal Newman, while levitimize ’’ is used by MEREDITH 
in ‘‘ Richard Feverel.’’ We confess that in noticing, as we did, 
the variety of forms we did not know that reputable authorities 
Partly, we imagine, the confusion is due to 
; ‘* legitimate ’’ both as a verb 


wereso divided 
the feeling against the use of 
and an adjective. 





Trespass by Forcible Entry, 


In the recent case of Hemmings v. Stoke Poges Golf Club 
(Times, 28th May) the King’s Bench Division had to consider 





once more an interesting point, as to which no clear consensus | 


of authority can be said to exist—namely, the circumstances 
under which a person in unlawful possession of premises can 
the true owner who 


Another point 


recover damages for against 


attempts to achieve repossession fortiu manu. 


trespass 


arose in the course of the case—namely, whether the plainti? 


was really in possession of the land, or merely a caretaker or 
licensee, whose phy ical « ustod y of the premises does not amount 
to legal possession, in which latter he cannot sue for 
trespass (Hawk. P. C., I., cap. 64); but as the plaintiff was 
found to be a tenant, not a mere bailiff for the defendant, 
‘The wider 


case 


nothing turns on this point. issue was considered 
and pronounced upon by the Court 

Now it is an elementary doctrine of the common law that a 
person dispossessed of his goods may use reasonable force to 
recover them from the wrongdoer without being guilty of a 
breach of the peace ( Hawk. P. C., supra) But it is doubtful 
whether this right of self-help extended to a person disseised 
of his lands. It was held in #. v. Storr (1765, 3 Burr. 1698) 
that an indictment did not at law for a mere 
civil trespass, notwithstanding that the old civil pleadings for 
‘* by and 


lie common 


trespass required the insertion of the words force 
arms and against the peace,’’ which in an indictment took the 
Latin form, ‘‘ set contra pacem domant regis.’ On 
the other hand, a dictum to the effect that even at 
common law forcible entry was indictable: 2. v. Bake (1765, 
3 Burr. 1731, per Witmot, J.). A form of indictment for the 
common law, distinct from the statutory, misdemeanour 
actually appears in Archbold (23rd edition, p. 1112). Perhaps 
the reconciliation of these apparent inconsistencies that 
forcible entry without legal title was a misdemeanour at the 
common law, whereas forcible entry by a person possessed of 


et arm 


there is 


as 


18 


a good title was not; this view is rather suggested in the old 
case of 2. v. Wilson (1799, 8 T. R. 357. at p. 364), and seems 
consistent with all the reported decisions 

However this may be, there is no doubt that forcible re-entry 
by a dispossessed owner, however good his title, has been a mis- 
demeanour ever since 5 Ric. 2, c. 7 (1381). ‘*‘ None shall from 
henceforth,’’ runs that enactment, ‘ 
lands and tenements but in case where entry is given by law: 
and in such case not with strong hand [a fort main] 
multitude of people, but only in peaceable and easy manner. 
And if any man henceforth do to the contrary, and be thereof 
duly convicted, he shall be punished by imprisonment. of his 
body and thereof ransomed [i.e., imprisoned until a fine is 
paid | at the King’s will.’’ Ten years later the statute of 15 
Ric. 2, c. 2, and, later on, that of 8 Hen. 6, c. 9, rendered 
indictment unnecessary by giving to justices of the peace a 
summary jurisdiction to conviet of forcible entry 


make any entry into any | 


nor with | 


“upon their 
i 
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own view.’’ They can convict in two cases, where there has 
been forcible entry, and also where there has been a peaceable 
but unlawful entry, followed by a forcible detainer. Their 


| discretion to convict is judicial, not ministerial, and cannot be 


controlled by mandamus: Ex parte Davy (1842, 2 Dow!. N.S. 
24). But the conditions precedent to exercise of this summary 
jurisdiction are so technical that convictions have in practice 
been nearly always quashed, and it is rarely exercised. 

The existence of a criminal remedy, however, does not of 
itself, and necessarily, render a forcible entry by a lawful 
owner actionable as a civil wrong. The general rule, of course, 
is that breach of a penal statute is not a civil wrong, except at 
the instance of (1) a class which the statute is intended to 
protect, who (2) have actually suffered special damage. Now 
the mere deprivation of a possession, which in itself is un- 
lawful, is clearly not special damage to the possessor. To 
sustain such special damage, then, it is necessary to shew that 
some injury to himself, his personal chattels, or his family 
took place during and as the result of the forcible entry com- 
plained of: Beddall vy. Maitland (1881, 17 Ch. D. 174). Of 
course, it is scarcely necessary to say that no such limitation 
exists to a right of action brought by a squatter against a third 
party for forcible entry. Such a third party is guilty of an 
ordinary trespass, the squatter’s possession being good against 
il! except the true owner—in fact so good that he is entitled to 
compensation if his land is acquired for public purposes before 
he has completed the twelve years’ uninterrupted possession 
which gives him a prima facie title by limitation: Perry v. 
Clissold (1907, A. C. 73). 

The gist of the action for forcible entry against a rightful 
owner, then is, first, that there has been a forcible, as dis- 
tinguished from a peaceable entry; and, secondly, that there 
has been injury to something other than the premises, either in 
the nature of an assault on some person occupying the premises, 
or an injury to the plaintiff’s furniture or personal chattels. In 
Vewton v. Llarland (1840, Man. & Gr. 644), the lawful owner 
turned the squatter’s wife off the premises by force; this was’a 
trespass not justifiable in law, in view of the squatter’s posses 
sion, and therefore actionable as “‘ forcible entry.’’ Again, in 
Beddall vy. Maitland (supra), a case heard and decided by so 
distinguished and exact a jurist as Sir Epwarp Fry, there was 
an injury to the possessor’s furniture. The learned judgment 
of that Judge carefully considers the whole history of the law 
in brief compass, and concludes that forcible entry by the true 
owner only becomes actionable when accompanied by violence 
to the person or property of the unlawful possessor. 

On the other hand, it has been clearly decided that the 
unroofing of a cottage which a tenant refuses to quit is not 
actionable in trespass, even although the natural and probable 
consequence of the removal of the roof is to cause damage to 
the possessor’s personal belongings on the premises; Joris v. 
Foley (1891, 1 Q. B. 730). In this case, however, the rutiw 
decidendi of the Court is not clear. A tenancy had expired, 
and the landlord had obtained a justices’ ejectment order under 
| & 2 Vict. c. 74, granting recovery of possession after the 
expiry of twenty-one days. On the day the order was obtained, 
three weeks before it became operative, the landlord’s servants 
unroofed the cottage. The Court seems to have taken the view 
that, having regard to the existence of the eviction order, the 
preliminary unroofing of the cottage was not a forcible entry at 
all, and therefore no trespass had been committed. But this 
view seems very doubtful. It is true that under the statute of 
1581, the ‘‘ forcible entry ’’ penalized is that which takes place, 
‘‘ but [&e. “except ’’] in case where entry is made by law.’’ It 
seems clear, however, that an entry is not made by law, merely 
because the determination of a court has been given as to the 
unlawfulness of the squatter’s possession, unless and unti! the 
date named by the court for the expulsion of the tenant has 
arrived. The decision, however, can be supported and justified 
on the ground that the forcible entry caused only damage to the 
premises, and not special damage to the possessor in respect of 
his person and property. The injury to his furniture con 
sequent on the removal of the roof is too remote to be recover: 


able. 


The case, however, seems to be widely regarded as am 
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authority for the proposition that the unroofing of a cottage 








— after the expiry of the tenancy is not in law an indictable 
ible forcible entry. 
acre Another interesting case before Fry, J., is worthy of 
L be attention—Hdwick v. Hawkes (1881, 18 Ch. D. 199) 
8. Here a tenant gave to his landlord a licence to eject him on 
a a specified day without any process of law; this the learned 
1ce Judge held to be void and inoperative as authorizing the com- 
} mission of a criminal, act. When the day arrived the tenant 
of allowed the landlord to enter peacefully by the door, but 
ful refused to go himself, and violence was employed to evict him. 
ries: This Sir Epwarp Fry held to be a forcible entry and actionable, 
U at in consonance with the general rule, for the peaceable entry 
_ was rendered a trespass ab initio by the subsequent violence, 
‘OW and therefore illegal. The reasoning here is a little strange, 
—_ and doubts may reasonably exist as to whether a peaceable 
To entry can thus be converted into a forcible entry by an act 
hat not in itself tortious, namely, the eviction of a trespasser. 
— All these points came before the Court in Hemming v. Stoke 


7m- Poges Golf Club (supra) Here a caddie-master, allowed to 


Of occupy a cottage near a golf club, had ceased to be employed 
a in that capacity, and had received notice to quit. His goods 
ird and hig wife were turned out; this was the violence relied on 
= to support an action in trespass, and Pererson, J., held it was 
inst sufficient, 

i to Sans : 

ore 

ion The Peace Conference. 

r%. (Continued from page 624.) 

Tur Reply of the Allied and Associated Powers to the Observations 
ful of the German Delegation on the Conditions of Peace commenced 
diss with a statement of the Basis of the Peace Negotiations. As to 
ere this :— 
cin “The Allied and Associated Powers are in complete accord 

; with the German Delegation in their insistence that the basis 
= for the negotiation of the Treaty of Peace is to be found in the 
In cietdapeatiiinen which immediately preceded the signing of the 
her Armistice on 1lth November, 1918. It was there agreed that 
is @ the Treaty of Peace should be based upon the Fourteen Points 
ee of President Wiison’s address of 8th January, 1918, as they 
in were modified by the Allies’ memorandum included in the 
*. President's note of 5th November, 1918, and upon the prin 
ciples of settlement enunciated by President Witson in his 
= later addresses, and particularly in his address of 27th Sep 
ent tember, 1918. These are the principles upon which hostilities 
law were abandoned in November, 1918; these are the principles 
rue upon which the Allied and Associated Powers agreed that peace 
nee might be based ; these are the principles which have guided 
them in the deliberations which have led to the formulation of 
the Conditions of Peace.”’ 

the The Reply pointed out in detail how the proposed terms wer 
not in fact consistent with this basis, in particular with the explici 
ible ; statement of President Witson in his address to Congress of 11th 
» to February, 1918: “ Each part of the final settlement must be based 
y. upon the essential justice of that particular case and upon such 
tio adjustments as are most likely to bring a peace that will be per 
ed manent.” As to the alleged conflict between the economic pro 
’ visions of the Treaty and the third of President Wixzsox’s Fourteen 
der Points, “ The removal, so far as possible, of all economic barriers 
the and the establishment of an equality of trade conditions among all 
ied, the nations consenting to the peace amd associating themselves for 

ints its maintenance,’’ the Reply said :— 
iow “In their application of this principle the German Delega 
the tion would neglect entirely the economic conditions which have 
resulted from the war, with their own country mtact and in 
y s no wise suffering fram the devastation brought upon the lands 
this and homes of the Allied peoples. 1 hey nevertheless seek 
e of immediate admission to all of the trade arrangements which 
ice, are to be provided for by the Conditions of Peace. This would 
It have the effect of establishing an inequality of trade conditions 
rely which would continue in Europe for many years to come 
the Equality can only be established by arrangements which take 
into account the existing differences in economic strength and 
the industrial integrity of the peoples of Europe. But the Condi 


has tions of Peace contain some provisions for the future which 
fied may outlast the transition period during which the economic 







the balance is to be restored ; and a reciprocity is foreseen after 
t of that period which is very clearly that equality of trade condi 
il tions forwhich President Witson has stipulated.” 

al And as to the allegation that the terms of the “Treaty were a 





violation of the principle expressed by President Witson before 








Congress on 11th February, 1918, “ That peoples and provinces are 
not to be bartered about from sovereignty to sovereignty as if they 
were mere chattels and pawns in a game,’’ the Reply said :— 

Che Allied and Associated Powers emphatically reject the 
suggestion that there has been any ‘ bartering about ' of peoples 
and provinces, Eve ry term rial settlement of the Treaty of 

Peace has been determined upon after most careful and 
aboured consideration of all the religious, racial and linguistic 


factors in each particular country The legitimate hopes of 
peoples long under alien rule have been heard; and the 
lecisions in each instance have been founded upon the principle 
explicitly enunciated in the same address, that ‘ all well-defined 


national aspirations shall be accorded the utmost satisfaction 

that can be accorded them without introducing new or per- 
petuating old elements of discord and antagonism that would 
be likely in time to break the peace of Europe and consequently 
of the world.’ 

Che Reply also met the objection that Germany had not been 
invited to join in the formation of the League of Nations as an 
inal member by saying that President Witson’s declarations 
envisaged no League of Nations which would include Germany at 


the outset, and no statement of his could be adduced in support of 


this contention. “ Indeed, in his speech of 27th September, 1918, 
he laid down with the greatest precision the conditions which must 
govern her almission: ‘ It is necessary to guarantee the peace, and 
the peace cannot be guaranteed as an afterthought the reason, 


to speak in plain terms again, why it must be guaranteed is that 
there will be part es to the peace whose promises have proved un- 
trustworthy, and means must be found in connection with the peace 
settlement itself to remove that source of insecurity And further, 
Germany will have to redeem her character not by what happens 
at the peace table but by what follows.’’’ And the observations 
on this head concluded 
The Allied and Associated Powers look forward to the time 
when the League of Nations established by this Treaty shall 
extend its membersh p to all peo] les > but they cannot abandon 
any of the essential conditions of an enduring League.” 
Phe body of the Reply dealt in Part I. with the League of 
t that the Allied and Associated Powers regarded 
the Covenant of the League of Nations as the foundation of the 


\ations, stating 


Treaty of Peac« They had given careful consideration to all its 
terms, and they were convinced that it introduced an element of 
progress into the relations of peoples which the future would 
devel and strengthen to the advantage of justice and of peace. 
The text of the Treaty itself made it clear that it had never been 


the intention of the Allied and Associated Powers that Germany 


or any other Power should be indefinitely excluded from the League 
of Nations Any State whose Government should have given clear 
proofs of its stability as well as of its intention to observe its inter- 
national ligations—particularly those obligations which arose out 


of the Treaty of Peace--would find the Principal Allied and Asso- 
ited Powers disposed to support its candidature for admission to 


: . . ’ 
In the case of Germany, it is hard y necessary to say that 


t record of the last five years is not of a character to justify 
in exception, at the present time, to the general ryle to which 
reference has just been mad Her case demands a definite 
test rhe length of this period will largely depend upon the 


acts of the German Government, and it is within the choice of 
that Government, by its attitude towards the Treaty of Peace, 
to shorten the period of delay which the League of Nations, 
without any intention of prolonging it unduly, shall consider 
if necessary to fix 

Provided these necessary conditions are assured, they see 
no reason why Germany should not become a member of thé 
League in the early future.’ 


The only other matter under this head which it is necessary to 
notice is the paragraph dealing with disarmament 


The Allied and Associated Powers have already pointed 

to the German Delegates that the Covenant of the League 

of Nations provides for ‘the reduction of national armaments 
the lowest point consistent with national safety and the 
enforcement by common action of international obligations.’ 
They recognize that the acceptance by Germany of the terms 
laid down for her own disarmament will facilitate and hasten 
the accomplishment of a general reduction of armaments; 
ly with a view 

to the eventual adoption of a scheme of such general reduction, 


and they intend to open negotiations immediate 


It goes without saying that the realization of this programme 
will depend in large part on the satisfactory carrying out by 
Germ uy of her own engagements.’’ 


Parts II. and ILI]. of the Reply dealt under fourteen heads with 
the German objections to the new territorial arrangements. It 
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Reply placed on record two cardinal prin 
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the Polish Nation in the independence of which it was unjustly 
dleprived than one hundred of 
the which his rd, a the 
wh hi oO ng p the 
continent of Europe 
Voland was one of the 
military power of Prussia was built 
of hold ng last the 
| life, first of Prussia and then of Germany 
th the Allies 
m throu war, even 


spect of ultimate sucee 


1s im} 


re Chis was one 


itest crime 


ore 
memory soned 
political life of ; ue 

rhe f the Western 
essential steps by which the 
ip; the 
the whole politn i 


seizure prov n at 


necessity se provinces has perverted 


lo undo this wrong is first dut I as has been 
proclaimed by the ohe the 
might have appeared that the pre 


thi 


restorat 


ut when to some it 


ss 


was 


st remote ; “ it the victory has been won. the aim can 


n has already been spontaneously 
Russian Government: its 


attainment 1s 


ensured Central Powers. 
The 
Allies 


be in 


1] Lpse of the 


second principle, which has been proclaimed by the 
1s that there shall 
restored Poland those districts which are 


in indisputably Polish population 
the Allies had 


certain modifications 


ind fe i ’ i (rermany 
luded in the 


nhabite 


epted by 


now 
1 
these 


But 


respec 


in 
+ «Ff 


irrying r iples made. in 
Posen and West letail 
with a view to bringing the frontier into closer harmony with the 
ethnographical division | the result o ‘ 
the whole to « number of 
in Poland the Alli 
determ ned t strict ‘ the 
Pomerania andl 
outside the {i 
It is not certain th 
the closer 


prin 
Pruss a in 
un the changes would be on 


the 


il il 


iminish (rermans who were included 
«l and 


hist 


ated Powers have 
Irontiel 
part of Germany 


\ssoc 
rical 
that here n 
und shall lx 


In parth 
uthere 
West 


rmetl 


between 


f iT 
ianyves 


ethnik 


lom « assigned to Poland 
will be practical improvements ; 
ache retice lo« al 
inconvenience 
As regards | 
leqal claim to the pper 
she | which could be 
ciples of President WILSON Ir the «a 
majority of l indisputably 
Ck ontested this, the 
were willing to allow the question 

those particularly yneerned They had 
this territory should not be immediate 
arrangements should | made ¢ 


the line may produce 


so Tni« 


pper Ss lesia It may e saul 


Silesia 


that Poland has no 
it is emphatic ally not 
supported on the prin 
to ceded, the 
But the 
and Associated 
be determined by 
therefore decided that 
ed to Poland, but that 
hold a el there 
Po 
Phe restoration of the Po ish State is a great historical ict 
which cannot be achieved without breaking many ties and 
causing temporary difficulty and distress to many. individuals. 


cession of 1 


true that is no claim 
strict 
Polish 
Allied 


to 


be 
1 


the poy 


veTniment 


ulation 


. 1s since 
Grerman 


Powers 


ce 


pis 


te 


And on the general question of ind the Reply said 
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But it has been the special concern of the Allied and Asso- 
ciated Powers to provide for the adequate protection of 

who find themselves transferred to Poland 
wel all religious, racial or linguistic mino: - 
Chere is in the Treaty a clause by which there will be secured 
to them the enjoyment of religious liberty, and also the 1 
own language and that of having their children 
They will not be subjected to 
Poles had 


will 


other 


(rermans 


as i 


T the ir 
n their own language 


that which 


oO use 
educated 
to endure fi 


similar t m 


State 


p* rsecution 


the Prussian 


\s to East Prussia 
separation from the rest of Germany by recalling that East Prussia 
was in fact so separated for many hundreds of years, and that at 
no date until 1866 was it actually included in the political frontiers 
it had always been recognized by German historians 
as being an original German land, but a German 
Moreover, the interests which the Germans in East Prussia 
numbered less than two millions, had in establishing a land 
was much less vital than the interest of 


the Reply met the German protests against 


of Germany 


not 


with Germany 
whole Polish nation in securing direct access to the sea \t 
me, the importance of the railway connexion between East 
Prussia and Germany had been fully recognized in the Treaty, and 
Articles dealing with this had been inserted. They had now been 
carefully revised, and they provided the fullest security that there 
should be no impediment placed in the way of communication across 
the intervening Polish territory. 


And 


nection 


same tl 


as to Danzig 

The proposed settlement for Danzig been drawn u 
proj } 

and will preserve the character 

til 


was 


has 
with the most scrupulous care, 
which Danzig held during many centuries, and, indeed, un 
forcibly and contrary to the will of the inhabitants it 
annexed to the Prussian State. The population of Danzig is 
and has for long been predominantly German; just for this 
it is not proposed to incorporate it in Poland. But 
Danzig, when a Hansa city, like many other Hansa cities, lay 
outside the political frontiers of Germany, and in union with 
Poland enjoyed a large measure of local independence and great 
commercial prosperity. It will now be replaced in a position 
that which it held for so many centuries.’ 


reason 


similar t 
We need not pause over Part 1V.—-German Rights and Interests 
outside Germany—in which the German claim to retention of he 
was refuted. In Part V.—Military, Naval, and Air 
it is important to notice the first paragraph 
The Allied and Associated wish to make 
that their requirements in regard to German armaments were 
not made solely with the object of rendering it impossible for 
Germany to resume her policy of military aggression. They 
also the first towards that general reduction and 
limitation of armaments which they seek to bring about as 
one of the most fruitful preventives of war, and which it will 
be one of the first duties of the League of Nations to promote 
But Germany must consent unconditionally to disarm in advance 
f the Allied and Associated Pi she must agree to immediate 
abohition of universal military service ; a definite organization and 
scale of armament must be enforced. At the same time a modifi 
ition, the details of which need not was made in the 
rate of reduction of the Army. Beyond this no deviation from the 
organization in armament laid down in the present Treaty could 
be permitted until Germany was admitted to the League of 
Nations, which might then agree to such modifications 


desirablk 


Part VI f the Reply deals with the Responsibility of Ge 
nany for the War, and Penalties. The former is now of historical 
rather than practical value ; moreover, it will in all probability be 
debated when the question of the infliction of penalties arises \s 
to the liability of the Ex-Emperor, the Allied and Associated 
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wish to make it clear that the public arraignment unde 
Article 227 framed against the German ex-Emperor has not a 
juridical character as regards its substance but only in its 
form. The ex-Emperor is arraigned as a matter of high inte 
national policy, as the minimum of what is demanded for a 

against international morality. the 
of treaties, and the essential rules of justice. "The Allied 
(ssociated Powers have desired that judiciai forms, a judicia 
procedure, and a regularly constituted tribunal should be set 
up in order to assure to the accused full rights and liberti 
in regard to his defence, and in order that the judgment shou 

be of the most solemn judicial character.”’ 

Part VII proposed modifications in the Treaty 
with a view to enabling the ascertainment of the total German 
liability to accelerated. Parts IX. and X.—Financial and 
Economic Clauses—-we must pass over, and we have no space to do 
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more than refer to the lengthy Appendix answering the objections 
raised by the German Delegation on special legal questions and 
Part XII.—Ports, Waterways, and Railways. The arguments 
which we have summarized this week and in our last two numbers 
form the basis of the Treaty of Versailles which was signed a week 
ago 

(To be continued.) 





Books of the Week. 

Criminal Law.—Principles of the Criminal Law : with Tables 
of Offences, the Punishments and Statutes. By Seymour F. 
Harris, B.C.L., M.A. (Oxon). Thirteenth Edition. By A. M. 
WitsHere, M.A., LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell 
(Limited). 16s. net. 

Increase of Rent, &c., Acts.—Increase of Rent and 
Mortgage Interest (Restrictions) Acts, 1915-1919. Fifth Edition. 
By the Editors of “Law Notes.” “Law Notes” Publishing Offices. 
3s, 6d. net. 

Taxation.—Income Tax: How to Avoid Overcharges and 
Obtain Repayments. By A. D. Macmctuan, formerly Surveyor of 
Taxes. Effingham Wilson. 1s. 6d. net. 

Wills.—Short Formsof Wills. By Henry Bricnouss, Selicitor. 
Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 6s. 6d. net. 

Bar Examinations. — A _ Selection of the 
Appearing in the Bar Examinations, from 1913 to 1919. 
SHEARWOOD, Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell 
5s. net. 

International Law.—International Private Law of Japan, 
by J. E. De Becxer, LL.B., D.C.L. Butterworth & Co, 


Questions 
By J. A. 
(Limited). 





Correspondence. 


Increase of Professional Charges. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—The resolution to be proposed at the annual general 
meeting asking the Council of the Incorporated Law Society to 
take steps to obtain an increase of remuneration for all professional 
services rendered is of great mterest to managing clerks, and 
especially to those who, like myself, have been associated many 
years with one finm and bound up in its interests. 

Managing clerks, like everyone else, have had to bear the burden 
of the increased cost of living, and in many cases it is a struggle to 
make ends meet; but the difficulty they feel in pressing theit 
employers for increased salaries is that they know their principals 
cannot increase their own charges. 

The Law Society should bear in mind that to keep a man honest 
he should be paid an adequate remuneration, and if solicitors do 
not soon obtain an increased remuneration one may expect to hear 
of some of them coming to grief owing to their increased expenses. 

I wish success to Mr. Anderson. 


2nd July. A Manacine CLERK. 





Private Rights and Public Bye-laws. 
{To the Editor of tue Solicitors’ Journal and Veekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—We do not know whether this letter is too belated for you 
to take notice of, but owing partly to pressure of work and partly 
to absence on a holiday the writer has only just seen your com 
ment in your issue of the 3lst May on the case of Smith v. The 
Great Yarmouth Port and Haven Commissioners, reported in the 
Times of the 20th May. 

One may gather that your view was that the opinion of the 
Court was wrong on the question of the reasonableness of the 
bye-law, but when you say that “it is clearly not wltra vires nor 
is it uncertain,’”’ you are doing an injustice to the appellant's 
solicitors who were responsible for the grounds on which the case 
was stated. 

Had your quotation from the local Act and bye-law been com 
plete, your observation would have been justified. 

The Great Yarmouth Port and Haven Act of 1900, s. 28, 
authorized the Commissioners to make bye-laws (inter alia) “ for 
the regulation or prevention of the use of firearms in the Haven 

and on the piers of the Haven or on the rivers or from the 
quays or banks thereof orer the said Haren . or rivers or any 
part thereof.”’ The italics shew the words you admitted to quote 
in your note. 

The bye-law 
jn or upon or a 


rovided that “ no person shall while using or while 


the rivers or the banks or shores thereof or on 


. 





the land of the Commissioners use any firearm or air gun 
provided always that this sub-section shall not affect the rights of 
riparian owners on either side of the rivers.’ 

As far as persons on the banks are concerned, the section of the 
Act only authorizes the prohibition of firearms when used over the 
Haven or rivers The bye-law would cover the case of a man 
standing on the bank and firing away from the river. The reason 
for the limitation in the Act is obvious, as the Act only deals 
with matters affecting the navigation 

We think, had you noticed this distinction, your comment might 
have been different Warsow & Everitt. 

32, Prince of Wales-road, Norwich, 2nd July 
[We are obliged for ow correspondents correction of our com 

ments.—Ep, S.J. ] 





Legitimation by Subsequent Marriage. 


[70 the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 

Sir,—You print my letter as if I personally used the word 
‘ legitimatize "' pending a‘change in legal usage. I no more bow 
the knee to this terminology than you would dream of writing 
masticize "’ for and the barbarism 
wel! supports your plea for the study of Latin, if not Greek 


B.S. PDH. 


*“masticatize’’ or ‘ * masticate,”’ 


[See under ‘ Current Topies."’—Ep. S.J. 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


MARTIN v. MARTIN, No. 1. 24th June. 


Orper on Hvuspanp ror Payment—In 
ALLOWANCE UNDER DISCRETIONARY 


JupDIcIAL SEPARATION—ALIMONY 
COME OF Hussann—VOoOLUNTARY 
Trust—Divorce Ruves, r. 92 
On a decree for judicial seperation at the 

will make an order for the payment of alimony by the husband out of 

even ina case where the only income which he ia receiving 

consists of a voluntary allowance made to him by trustees under a 

discretionary truat after forfeiture of hia life interest through hank. 


f‘ourt hav ing power foreriew euch an order and. ana proper 


suit of the wife, the Court 


his ine me, 


rupte y, th 


ruse to ; 


dire harge or 


Sux pe nd i 


Appeal by the respondent, against whom a decree of judicial separa 
tion had been made, from an order of Coleridge. J.. requiring him to 
pay the sum of £2 10s. per week as permanent alimony to his wife. The 
respondent's reply was that he had no income to which he was legally 
entitled, out of which he could make such payments. The parties were 
married in 1898, and had one child, a boy of seventeen. The husband 
was entitled under his father’s will to receive the income of a fund of 
£10,000 until he should become bankrupt or commit a forfeiture, upon 
which the trustees were to hold the fund upon trust to pay or apply 
it for the benefit, maintenance and support either of the husband, or 
his wife, or any children of the marriage, as they should, in their 
absolute and uncontrolled discretion, think fit. The husband was unable 
to earn anything, as he su@ered from epilepsy, and for a time became 
insane, and was confined in a lunatic asylum. The wife was obliged to 
leave him, and after he came out of the asylum he went to live with 
his mother. The mother and brother of the husband were the trustees 
of the will, and there was evidence that they continued after he had 
become bankrupt to pay him the whole of the income of the fund as 
before. The husband’s evidence was supported by an affidavit of one 
of the trustees 4 

Tue Court dismissed the appeal 

Warrincton, L.J., having stated the facts, proceeded : In those cir 
cumstances the appellant said that the order was one which ought not 
to have been made, It was said, and said truly, that the husband had 
no legal right to have a payment of this income made to him. He had 
a right, which his wife and child shared, to have a fair and bond fide 
exercise of their discretion by the trustees of the will, a discretion with 
the promr exercise of which the Court would not interfere. The ques 
tion, however, remained whether the respondent was not at present in 
the enjoyment of an income which had to be taken into account in 
deciding whether any, and if any, what sum, should be allowed for the 
" According to the returns made by the husband for 
income tax when he was living with his wife, he treated the income that 
he was then receiving as his own. The affidavits of the trustees merely 
stated that the income of the trust fund was being applied for the 
support and maintenance of the husband. That was ambiguous; they 
might do so by paying the money to the woman with whom he was then 
living. There was sufficient evidence before the Court to justify it in 
acting on the basis that the husband was in fact in the enjoyment of 
the income of the property The Court had been referred to several cases 
in which voluntary allowances made to a husband or a wife had been 
taken into account. There was one case, apparently, the other way— 
Haviland v. Haviland (1863, 3 Sw. & Tr. 114), but a voluntary allow- 
ance was taken into account in the still earlier case of Malo v. Malo (note 
2 Sw. & Tr 657), and in recent cases, particularly Clinton vy. Clinton 


in 2° 
(1 P. & D. 215 ed Bonsor vy. Bonsor (1897, P. 77), the practice was 


wife's maintenance 
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found fully established. In the last case the only income of the husband 
was a voluntary allowance of £60 a month made to him by his brother 
so long as he lived abroad. There the decree was one for dissolution 
of the marriage. It was quite clear that under rule 92 of the Divorce 
Rules the Court was entitled to review orders made for alimony or 
maintenance in cases of judicial separation, as well as in cases of dissolu 
tion. Then it was said that the order could not be enforced, but whether 
that were so or not, if the husband was enjoying the benefit of the 
income, it was the practice of the Court in such cases to take it into 
account in making an order for alimony. The trustees, so far, had not 
thought fit to make any scheme for the maintenance of the three persons— 
husband, wife and child. If the trustees saw fit, as he (his lordship) 
hoped that they would, seriously to consider the position of the husband, 
wife and child, to formulate a proper scheme for their support, and allow 
a fair sum for the maintenance of the wife, it would be competent for 
the Court to review the present order, and discharge or suspend it. In 
the existing circumstances the order was one which the Court below 
was justified in making. The appeal, therefore, failed, and must be 
dismissed 
Duke and Arkin, L.JJ., delivered judgment to the same effect 

Counset, Micklem, K.C., and W. O. Willis; Bayford, K.C. Sorrcrrors, 
Burton, Yeates & Hart, for Johnaon & Co., Birmingham; Emmet & Co., 
for #. W. H Worthing 


[Reported by H 


(sreen 


Laxorornp Lewis, Barrister.at-Law.) 





CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
Court of Appeal. 


EPSOM GRAND STAND ASSOCIATION +. CLARKE. No. 2. 
26th and 27th May. 

LANDLORD 

REASONABLY 


AND ‘TENANT—PUBLIC-HOUSE 
Reguirnep ror Occupation 
Mortaace Interest (War Restrictions) 
97), s. 1 (3), s. 2, suB-section 2—INCREASE 
Interest (War Restricrions) Act, 1919 


EMERGENCY LEGISLATION 
* DWELLING-HoUsE ' 
Increase OF Rent AND 
Act, 1915 (5 & 6 Geo. 5, « 
or RENT AND MORTGAGE 
(9 Geo. 5, c. 7), ss. 1, 4 
By section 1, sub-section 3, of the Increase of Rent and Mortgage 

Interest (War Restrictions) Act, 1915, ‘‘ No order for the recovery 

of possession of a dwelling-house to which thia Act applies or for the 

ejectment of a tenant therefrom shall he made so long as the tenant 
continues to pay rent at the agreed rate except on the ground 

(inter alia) that the reasonably required by the land- 

lord for the occupation of himself or some other person in his employ 


pre miata are 


‘* Thia 


sub-section 2, 


By section 2, 
part of a house let as a separate dwelling where such letting does not 


ict shall apply to a house or a 
include any land and where either the annual amount of the 
standard rent or the rateable value of the house or part of the house 
does not exceed (a) in the case of a house situate in thd metropolitan 
police district £35 and every such part 
of a house shall be deemed to be a dwelling-house to which this Act 
applies ” . 

By section 1 of the Increase of Rent Act, 1919, the Act of 1915 wae to 
continue tn force until Lady Day, 1921, and by section 4 its provisions 
were extended to houses or parts of houses let as separate dwellings 
of which the annual amaunt of the standard rent and rateable value 
exceeded £35 and neither exceeded £70 

The plaintiffs claimed to recover possession of licensed premises known 
as the Downa Hotel, which were let by them to the defendant for 
siz months only from September, 1918, at a rental of £27 for the hatf- 
year. They alte ged as a reason for the action that they proposed to 
give up the licence, as they considered it undesirable that there should 
be a licensed house 20 close to the rac ecourse; and also that they re 
—_ the premises themselves for housing a manager and for stabliny 

orses. The defendant relied in defence on the above provisions in 


the Acts of 1915 and 1919 


Held, that the fact that part of the premises was used fof huainers 
purposes did not prevent them from being a “ dwelling-house”’ within 
section 1 (3) of the Act of 1915: that where a tenancy had expired by 
efluxion of time the rent which the tenant was to continue to pay and 
the conditions which he waa to continue to perform under section 1 (3) 
were the same as during the tenancy; and where a landlord claimed to 
recover possession of such a dwelling-house, 
that the 
mentione 


house or 


the onus was on him to shew 
Tremiaser were reasonably required by him for the purposes 
in the sub-section. 


Decision of Peterson, J., reversed. 


Appeal by the defendant from a judgment of Peterson, J., dated 
2th May, 1919, sitting as an additional judge of the King’s Bench 
Division. The hearing of the appeal was specially advanced. The 
plaintiffs, who sought to recover possession of the Downs Hotel. had 
a leasé of the Epsom Downs for 106 years from September, 1902, and 
were the authority which ran the races. The defendant had held 
@ seventeen years’ lease of the hotel, the lease expiring Midsummer 
1917, but as r<ing had then ceased owing to the war the plaintiffs let 





ee ee ee ee -”—C—O 
him the premises under short agreements up to Lady Day last, when 
he ceased to be a tenant unless he remained a tenant under the statute, 
Peterson, J., declined to decide the case on the question whether the 
house was a ‘‘ dwelling-house,"’ as he was content to give judgment 
for the plaintiffs upon the ground that the plaintiffs ‘‘ reasonably re. 
quired "’ the premises for-occupation of their manager. The defendant 
appealed. 

Bankes, L.J., in giving judgment, said that the onus was upon the 
plaintiffs to establish that they were entitled to the possession of 
these premises by bringing themselves within the exceptions to sub 
section 3, of section 1, of the Act of 1915. The object of that Act had 
in view was to prevent profiteering in the smaller class of house 
property, and the Legislature introduced provisions partly for the 
purpose of preventing increases of rent, and partly for the purpose 
of preventing owners from turning out sitting tenants in order to put 
fresh tenants in at an increased rent, and also to prevent unnecessary 
disturbance of persons in the occupation of houses under difficult 
circumstances created by the war. He expressed no opinion as to what 
was the effect of the provision of section 1, sub-section 3, in an applica- 
tion for recovery of possession of a dwelling-house to which the Act 
applied where an action for ejectment was brought, as it was unnecessa: 
to do so. The statute went on to say that no order should be made 
so long as ‘‘ the tenant paid the rent at the agreed rate and performed 
the conditions."’ Where the agreement expired by effluxion of time 
there was no “‘ agreed rent ’’ applicable, nor were there any conditions 
of the tenancy to perform. The statute could only be worked on the 
assumption that when it spoke of rent at the “ agreed rate,’’ it meant 
the rent applicable to the period before the agreement expired and to 
the conditions which then existed. Then the statute provided for 
certain exceptions, one being, where the premises were reasonably re- 
quired by the landlord for occupation or by some person in his 
employment. That seemed to throw the onus on the landlord of 
establishing that the exception applied. The conclusion arrived at 
by the learned Judge in the Court below did not satisfy the statute, as 
he concluded by saying, ‘“‘I am not in a position to say that the 
premises are not reasonably required by the landlords for the occupa- 
tion of a person in their employment, and the result is that the 
section affords no defence.”’ It might be, the judge intended to 
express himself as finding the facts proved the case affirmatively, but 
he simply said he was not satisfied. The onus being on the plaintiff, 
he had to satisfy the Court that the premises were reasonably required 
for the occupation of himself or some other person in his employ. 
No doubt the plaintiffs Were acting perfectly bond fide, but that was 
not the question ; they must not only act bond fide, but “ reasonably.” 
Whether the requirement was reasonable depended on all the circum- 
stances of the case. It was not sufficient to say, ‘‘ I want the premises 
very mach,”’ or ‘‘ [ want them for my manager ”’; all the circumstances 
must be stated from which it was possible to deduce the conclusion 
whether or not the requisition was reasonable. The plaintiffs had 
wholly failed to prove that the premises were ‘‘ reasonably ’’ required 
for their occupation or of someone in their employ, or on any other 
ground. Had plaintiffs presented their case more intelligibly they 
might have succeeded, but the Court had only to deal with the case 
as presented, and when the evidence was carefully considered it 
came to this, that the one witness put forward by the plaintiffs really 
did not know what the real reason was why the premises were required. 
It seemed quite unreasonable to ask the Court to come to the con- 
clusion that the premises were reasonably required for occupation by 
Some person in the plaintiffs’ employ, or, in fact, for any of the reasons 
giten. It might be a very desirable thing not to have too many 
licensed premises in the immediate proximity of a racecourse, but when 
ene found that a house had been there for seventy years without 
objection from anybody, one could not pay much attention to the 
suggestion that all at once the place was immediately wanted by the 
plaintiffs. If proper evidence had been given it might have been 
said the premises were reasonably required for occupation by the 
manager, but it was not even said that the manager desired to live 
there. The whole thing was left absolutely vague and indefinite. That 
brought him to the question whether the premises were a ‘‘ dwelling- 
house."’ All the Act said was that, it should apply to a house let as 
a separate dwelling where such letting did not include any land, and 
where either the annual amount of the standard rent or rateable value 
did not exceed a certain amount, and every “such house should be 
deemed to be a dwelling-house.’’ The condition was that the house 
must be let as a separate dwelling; if it was, it was a ‘* dwelling- 
house "’ to which the Act applied. One must consider whether the 
house was let as a dwelling-house, and if in an agreement the premises 
were let as a barn, and a person chose to reside there, he could not be 
heard to say that was a dwelling-house within the statute. Under the 
agreement the premises were let for occupation, and defendant and his 
family had continually resided on the premises. Such evidence was in 
accordance with the terms of the agreement, and, under those circum- 
stances, he asked himself the question, was the house a dweiling-house’ 
It was dwelt in by defendant, and it was let to him for that purpose 
In the fullest sense, therefore, it was a ‘‘ dwelling-house,”’ and it was 
none the less a dwelling-house because it was a public-house. The 
appeal succeeded, and must be allowed with costs. 

Scrutton and Atkin, L.JJ., gave judgment to the like effect.— 
Counset, for the appellant, ZF. @. mer; for the respondents, 
Disturnal, K.C., and Giveen. Soxicrrors, Oldham, Cornwall & Wood 
Roberts, for J. B. Maye, Epsom; Hobson & MacMahon. 


[Reported by Exsxuvs Rew, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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High. Court—Chancery Division. 


Re KEIGHLEY. KEIGHLEY v. KEIGHLEY. Peterson, J, 8th May. 


Power or AppoIntmentT—Ossects—“ My Prgorte ’’—APPoINTMENT TO 
Davcnuter or ILLeciTimatTe SisteR—VALIpITY. 


It is a valid exercise of a selective power of appointment to “ my 
people ’’ tf the appointor appoints to the daughter of the illegitimate 
sister of the person creating the power. 


The worda, * my people,’ have not a more restricted or a less flexible 
meaning than the words, “ my famaly.” 


Lamb v. Eames (1871, L.2. 6 Ch. 575) and Humble v. Bowman (1878, 
47 L. J. Ch. 62) applied. 

This was a summons raising a question whether there had been a 
valid exercise of a power of appointment or not in the following circum- 
stances :—A married woman having a general power of appointment by 
will over one-eighth share of the residuary estate of her father, 
died, having made her will in the following terms: She gave and be 
queathed all she died possessed of for the use during his life of her 
husband, and at his death to be willed to “ my people,”’ as he knew she 
would wish it. The husband subsequently died, and by his will gave all 
property in which he had a life interest under his wife's will to her niece, 
the child of a sister who was born out of wedlock, a daughter of the 
wife’s mother previous to the latter's marriage with the wife's father 
According to the evidence, she was regarded and treated by the mother 
like the other children, and as a member of the family, living at home 
with the others until she married. 

Peterson, J., after stating the facts, said : The words “ my people”’ 
do not appear to me to be confined to persons who are strictly relatives, 
and may, I think, include, for instance, a stepfather or stepmother. In 
the will in question they were, in my view, used to denote the family 
to which the testatrix belonged, or the persons who were connected with 
the testatrix by family ties. In the cases of Lamb v. Eames (supra) and 
Humble v. Bowman (supra) under powers of appointment in favour of 
the “‘ family "’ of the testator appointments to illegitimate members were 
held valid. These cases turned on the meaning of the word “ family "’ 
in a selective power of appointment, and the words “ my people’’ do 
not appear to me to have a more restricted or less flexible signification 
than the words “ my family,’’ and I think that I may follow the guidance 
of these two cases and hold that, in the present case, the appointment in 
favour of the niece, the child of the sister born out of wedlock, was not 
in excess of the power given to the husband by his wife’s will 
Counset, P. F. Wheeler; A. Adams; Bryan Farrer; Roope Reeve and 
Dollar (Owen Thompson with him). Soricrrors, Kinch d Richard 
ton, for Smith d& Smith, Burnley; Tatham ad Lousada, for Farrar & 
Co., Manchester. : 

[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.)} 
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High Court—King’s Bench Division. 
VERNON INVESTMENT ASSOCIATION v. WELCH. Greer, J. 
i6th May. 

Emercency LeGisLaTion—LANDLORD AND ‘TENANT—EXPIRATION OF 
Lease—Recovery or Premises—Lessorn Reguirinc Possession on 
Sate—Discretion or THE Cournt—INcrEAsSE OF Rent AND MORTGAGE 
Interest (War Restrictions) Act, 1915 (5 & 6 Geo. 5, c. 97), 
8. 1, suB-secrion 3—INcREASE Or Rent, &c., AMENDMENT Act, 1918 
(8 Geo. 5, c. 7), s. 1—Increase or Rent, &cC., AMENDMENT Act, 1919 
(9 Geo. 5, c. 7), s. 5, suB-sectrion 2. 

A person who has become a landlord by the acquisition of a dwell- 
ing-house since Wth September, 1917,-is declared not to be a “ tand- 
lord” within section 1 of the principal Act of 1915, by section 1 of 


the Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest (War Restrictions) Amend- 


ment Act, 1918. The Court, therefore, cannot exercise in favour of 
tuch a person the discretion conferred upon it by section 1 of the 
principal Act of 1915 on ‘‘some other ground”’ besides those specifi- 
cally mentioned in that section. Section 5 of the amending Act of 
1919 in favour of persons excluded from the definition of “ landlord" 
by the Act of 1918 does not enable them to recover premises for the 
purpose of giving possession to a purchaser. 


Action tried by Greer, J. By an agreement dated 9th October, 1915, 
the leasehold dwelling-house, 55, Burlington-avenue, Kew Gardens, 
Surrey, was let to the defendant, Miss Alice Mary Welch, for three 
Years from 29th September, 1915, at the rent of £45, the rateable 
value, however, being £34. In June, 1918, the plaintiffs bought the 
feversion of the premises, subject to the defendant’s tenancy, and the 
defendant was told that possession would be required on the expiration 
of her term of 29th September, 1918. The defendant thereupon repre- 
tented to the plaintiffs that she would be put to great inconvenience 
if she had to vacate the house at that date. The plaintiffs invited 
her to buy, but she refused, and ultimately the plaintiffs agreed to 

her continue in possession until 25th March, 1919, at the old rent, 
plus a payment of £5 for the privilege. At the date of this agree 
Ment she did not know of her rights under the Increase of Rent and 
Mortgage Interest (War Restrictions) Acts. In January, 1919, the 
Plaintiffs sold the house, with possession to be given to the purchaser 
@ 25th March, 1919, and the defendant, not having given up the 








































premises, they claimed possession in this action, alleging that the pur- 
chaser was pressing for completion, and had threatened to bring an 
action for specific performance. The defendant pleaded the provisions 
of the Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest (War Restrictions) Acta, 
1915 to 1918, the rateable value of the property being under £36. 
By the Act of 1915, s. 1, sub-section “No order for the 
recovery of possession of a dwelling-house is to be made, if the rent is 
paid and the covenants are performed, except on the ground that the 
premises are reasonably required by the landlord for the occupation of 
himself, or some person in his employ, or in the employ of some 
tenant from him, or on some other ground which may he deemed 
satisfactory by the court making such order.’’ By the amending Act 
of 1918, s. 1, “landlord’’ in the Act of 1915 “shall not include 
any person who since 30th September, 1917, has become landlord by 
the acquisition of the dwelling-house.’’ By the amending Act of 1919, 
s. 5, sub-section 2, “‘ Where a person who has since Wth Septem- 
ber, 1917, purchased a house to which the principal Act, either as 
originally enacted or as extended by this Act, applies, requires the 
house for his own occupation, or that of some person in his employ, or 
in the employ of some tenant from him, nothing in the lnchooss 
of Rent, &c. (Amendment), Act, 1918, shall be construed as porvelaans 
the court from making an order for the recovery of the possession o 
the house if, after considering all the circumstances of the case, in 
cluding especially the alternative accommodation available for the 
tenant, the court considers it reasonable to make such an order." 
Greer, J., said there must be judgment for the defendant. The 
plaintiffs had purchased the house since Wth September, 1917, and 
under the Increase of Rent, &c, (War Restrictions), Acts she had the 
right to remain in possession after Michaelmas, 1918, when her term 
would have expired. But she did not know her legal rights, and she 
agreed to pay the plaintiffs £5 for the privilege of being allowed to 
continue in possession for six months longer. In reality, there was 
no consideration given by the plaintiffs; at any rate, the agreement 
gave the defendant no rights that she had not already without 1t under 
the statutes. It was admitted that the house came within the prohibi- 
tion contained in section 1, sub-section 3, of the Act of 1915, and 
consequently under the sub-section no order for the recovery of posses: 
sion could be made unless the cas» came within the exceptions spect- 
fied in the sub-section. An order might be inade if the premises were 
reasonably required by the landlord for the occupation of himself, or 
some other person in his employ, or in the employ of some tenant from 
him, or ‘“‘on some other ground which might be satisfactory to the 
Court As the plaintiffs had purchased the house since Wth Sep 
tember, 1917, they were excluded by section 1 of the amending Act 
of 1918 from the term “landlord "’ in section 1, sub-section 3, of the 
Act of 1915 It had been contended, however, for the plaintiffs that 
their claim could be allowed under the wider discretion conferred on 
the Court by the words “on some other ground which may be deemed 
satisfactory by the Court’’ contained in the sub-section. But he 
thought it would be wrong to hold that a landlord who was not within 
the expression “landlord '’ as defined by the Acts was entitled to 
claim ‘‘ upon some other ground.’’ In his opinion those words meant 
some ground not connected with the requirements of the landlord, 
some other ground distinct from those previously mentioned. Section 
5. subsection 2, of the amending Act of 1919 was in favour of 
persons excluded from the term “ landlord '’ by the Act of 1918, who 
required premises for the occupation of themselves, or some person in 
their employ, or in the emplov of some tenant from them ; but it did 
not extend to the case of a landlord who wanted the prausee for the 
purpose of putting them into the possession of a purchaser. He must 
find for the defendant, though with some reluctance, as he could not 
help feeling that the statutes frequently operated with harshness 
against landlords. There must be judgment for the defendant.- 
Counset, H. S. Preston, for the plaintifis; (. P. Blackwell, for phe 
defendant. Soxrcrrors, Dollman & Pritcherd; Whale & Wates 
[Reported by G. H. Kort, Barrister-at-Law.) 


New O 


Proclamations. 
THE TREATY OF PEACE. 

Whereas a Definitive Treaty of Peace between Us and the Associated 
Governments and the German Government was concluded at Versailles 
on the twenty-eighth day of June last: In conformity thereunto We have 
thought fit hereby to command that the same be published in due course 
throughont all Our Dominions: And We do declare to al] Our loving 
subjects Our Will and Pleasure that upon the exchange of the Ratifica- 
tions thereof the said Treaty of Peace be observed inviolably as well 
iby sea as by land and in all places whatsoever: strictly charging and 


commanding all Our loving subjects to take notice hereof and to conform 


themselves thereunto accordingly. 


Ist July 


6 


(Gazette, 1st July 


A GENERAL THANKSGIVING. 
Whereas it has pleased Almighty God to bring to a close the late wide- 
spread and sanguinary War in which We were engaged against Germany 
and her Allies; We, therefore, adoring the Divine Goodness and duly 
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considering that the great and general b of Peace do call for 
public and solemn acknowledgment, have thought fit, by and with the 
advice of Our Privy Council, to issue this Our Royal Proclamation hereby 
appointing and ¢ mma ding that a General Thankagi ving to Almighty 
God for these His manifold and great mercies be observed throughout 
Our Dominions on Sunday, the Sixth day of July instant; And for the 
better and more devout solemnization of the same We have given direc- 
kions to the Moat Revere nd the Arm nba shops and the Right Reverend the 
Bistiops of England to compose a Form of Prayer suitable to this occa- 
gion, to be used il} Churches and Chapels, and to take care for the 
timely dispersing of the same throughout their respective Dioceses ; and 
to the same end We do further advertise and exhort the General 
\ssemb f the Church of Scotland and all Spiritual Authorities 
wid miniwters of region in their reapeotive churches and other places Ol 
public worship throughout Our United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland and 1 quarters of Our Dominions beyond the Seas to take 
part as it may properly behove them to do in thig great and common act 
of worship, and We do strictly charge and command that the said 
Public Day of Thankagiving be religiously observed by all as they tender 
the favour of Almighty God and have the sense of His Benefits. 
Ist July . (Gazette, lst July. 


RESTRICTION ON IMPORTATION 

Whereas by Section forty-three of the Customs Consolidation Act, 
1876, it is provided that the importa/ion of arms, ammunition, gun- 
powder, or any other goods may be pt hibited by Proclamation : 

And whereas by certain Proclamations entitled Prohibition of Import 
Proclamations the importation of certam goods has ‘heen prohibited 
ac cording y 

And whereas i ~ expedient timat t 
Kingdom of certain other goods should be prohibited : 

Now, therefore, We, by and with the advice of Our Privy Council, 1n 
pursuance of the said Act and of all other powers enabling Us in that 


importation into the United 


behalf, do reby proclaim, direct and ordain as follows 
As from and after the date hereof, subject as hereinafter provided 
the importation into the United Kingdom of the following articles is 
hereby prohilited 
Chemicals of dese ryplions 
Electrical 4 ds and apparat mw, includi Wf lectrical pla wt and 


machinery kinds, and insulating materials of all descriptions. 
Sctemtifee mathematical and optica instruments, 
Tungste powder and lerro- tungsten 
Provided always, and it is hereby declared, that this prohibition shall 
not apply to any such goods which are imported under licence given 
by or on behalf of the Board of Trude, and subject to the provisions and 
conditions of suc ence 
This Proclamation may be cited as the Prohibition of Import (No. 32) 
Proclamation, 1919 


25th June {Gazette, 27th June 





Orders in Council. 
MINISTRY OF HEALTH, 


Whereas by sub-section 1) of Section 11 of the Min stry ol Health 
Ac 1G19, it is enacted that the Act shall come into peration upon 
such day or days 4 ma be ayppe nted bry Order in Council and that 
different bays may be apporite d for different purposes and provisions 


of the Act 
Now, therefore 


Council, in pursuance 


His Majesty, by and with the advice of His Privy 
the Ministry of Health Act, 1919, and of all 


other powers enabling Him in that behalf, is pleased to order, and jt 1s 
hereby ordered wa 1OlOWwWS 
l. For such of the provisions of the said Act as are hereinafter men- 


tioned the appointed day shall be 

1) t f Section 1, the 25th day of June, 1919; 

2) in the case of Section 2; paragraphs (a), (5) and (¢) and Proviso 
it) of sub-section (1) and sub-sectiong (2), (3), (4) and (5) of Section 3; 
Sections 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9 and 10 and sub-sections (3) and (4) of Sec 
tion 11, the lst day of July, 1919, except so far as paragraph (@) of 
sub-section (1) of Section 3 relates to powers and duties conferred 
e Local Government Board by any Act of Parlia- 
ment passed, or Provisional Order confirmed, or other Instrument 
he lat day of July, 1919, but during the present 
session of Parliament, in respect of which powers and dutzes the 
appr nted day shall be the day on wi ) such Act, Order, or Instru- 


or myposed upon t 


made, on or after t 


met Mes into operation 
2. The Interpretation Act, 1689, applies for the purpose of the inter 
pretatic of this Order as it apphes for the interpretation of an Act 
of Par lament 
5. This Orde my be cited as the Minis’ ry ~ Health Act 191¥ 
(Date of Commence ment Order, 1919 ; 
25th June [Gozette, 27th June 


County Court Changes. 
SUSSEX COUNTY OOURTS 
Whereas it is enacted by the County Courts Act, 1888, that it shall be 
lawful for His Majesty, by Order in Council, from time to time, to order, 





amongst other things, the consolidation of any two or more Districts, and 
the Division of ahy District, and to order by what name, and in what 
Towns and Places, a Court shall be held in any District : 

Now, therefore, His Majesty is pleased, by and with the advice of {lig 
Privy Council, to order, and it is hereby ordered, that the District of the 
County Court of Sussex held at Lewes and Eastbourne shall be divided, 
and the areas and parishes set out in the second column of the First 
Schedule to this Order shall be constituted a separate District of the 
County Court of Sussex, and the Court of that District shall be held at 
Eastbourne, and the areas and parishes set out in the second column of 
the Second Schedule to this Order shall be consolidated with the District 
of the County Court of Sussex held at Brighton under the name of the 
District of the County Court of Sussex held at Brighton and Lewes, and 
the Court of that District shall be held at Brighton and at Lewes 

This Order shall have effect as from the 1st day of August, 1919 

25th June. 





The First Schedule. 


First Column ; Second Column : 


Court, Parishes, 





Eastbourne ... | Alceston, Alfriston, Arlington, Chiddingly, East- 

bourne, East Dean, Folkington, Friston, Hailsham, 
| Heathfield, Hellingly, Hurstmonceaux, Horeliam 
| Road, Jevington, Litlington, Lullington, Pevensey, 
| Polegate, Waldron, Warbleton, Wartling, Westham, 
} 


| 
Pome isan 


Willingdon, Wilmington. 
The Second Schedule. 
Second Column : 





First Column : 


— — : 


| a 





Parishes. 





Barcombe, Beddington, Berwick, Bishopstone, Buxted, 
| Chailey, Chalvington, Denton, Ditchling, East 
Blatchington, East Chiltington, Falmer, Fletching, 
Framftield, Glynde, Hamsey, [ford, Isfield, Kingston, 
Laughton, Lewes, Little Horsted, Maresfield, New- 
haven, Newick, Nutley, Piddinghoe, Plumpton, 
Ringmer, Ripe, Rodmell, Seaford, Selmeston, Soush- 
| ease, South Heighton, Stanmer, Street, Tarring 
Neville, Telscombe, Uckfield, West Dean, West 
| Firle, Westmeston. 





(Gazette, 27th June. 
SOMERSET COUNTY COURTS. 

Whereas it is enacted by the County Courts Act, 1888, that it shall be 
lawful for His Majesty, by Order in Council, to alter the number and 
boundaries of the Districts, and also to order the division of any District: 

Now, therefore, His Majesty is pleased by and with the advice of His 
Pyivy Council, to order, and it is hereby ordered, that :— 

From and after the 1st day of August next, the Rural District of Rad- 
stock shall be transferred from the District of the County Court of 
Somersetshire held at Frome to the District of the County Court of 
Somersetshire held at Temple Cloud and Midsomer Norton. 

25th June. (Gazette, 27th June. 


— 


Board of Trade Order. 


THE HOUSEHOLD FUEL AND LIGHTING ORDER, 1919 
The Board of Trade deeming it expedient to make further exercise of 
their powers under the Defence of the Realm Rgulations as respects 
coal, gas and electricity hereby order as follows :— 


Pant 1.—Tue Score or tue Orpen. 
Coal, Gas and Elec tricity used jor Domestic or Quasi-domestic Pur poses. 
1. This Order extends to coal, gas and electricity used :— 

a) for heating, cooking or other domestic purpose in any 
premises ; 

(b) for all purposes in a dwelling-house or in a building adjacent 
to or connected with a dwelling-house and occupied or used as part 
thereof or in any premises used or occupied for residential pur 
poses. 

(c) for lighting purposes in any premises where the use of coal, 
gas or electricity for any other purpose comes within the scope 
this Order in virtue of provision (a) of this clause. 

(d) for the production or generation in a private works of gas oF 
electricity to be consumed in any premises where the use of coal, 
gas or electricity for any other purpose comes within the scope of this 
Order in virtue of provisions (a) and (b) of this clause. 

Where coal for any purpose coming within the scope of this Order # 


purchased, obtained or in any way acquired with coal for other put — 
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poses, the Controller may declare that all the coal so purchased, obtained 
or in any way acquired comes within the scope of this Order. 

The decision of the Controller of Coal Mines shall be final and conclu 
sive a8 to whether any particular premises or class of premises or the rm 


use of coal, gas or electricity for any particular purpose comes within th: 


pele ASSURANCE 
Definitions of Coal and Fuel s 


2. In this Order (except where the context clearly indicates the con INCORPORATED A.D, 1720, 
trary) ‘‘ Coal” means anthracite and all other kinds of coal, coke - 
briquettes and any other solid fuel of which coal or coke is a co FIRE, LIFE, SEA, PLATE GLAS 

nt; “ Fuel’’ means coal, gas and electricity used for all purposes ACCIDENT, BURGLARY, LIVE 
stitue Sant . eans coal, gas and electricity used for all purposes STUCK, KMPLOY EES’ LLABLLIT\ sineaieannasaiiaie 
except Ngnting. THIRD PARTY, MOTUK CAR 
. : ; LIFT, BOILER, FIDELIT) — me ' 
The Controller of Coal Mines to Exercise Powers. GUARANTEES. WHEN HEALTH IS IMPAIRED, 

o. The Controller of Coal Mines for the time being appointed by the cote en. 
Board of Trade (hereinafter referred to as the “Controller"’), shall be The Corporation is prepared to act as TRUSUTBE and EXECUTOR 
responsible to, and is hereby authorized by, the Board of Trade to tak: 
such action and enforce such measures as are necessary to give effect to Apply for full particulars of «il clas s of lusurance to the Secretary— 


this Order, and for this purpose to make such rules and issue such HEAD Orrick: ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON, E.C. 3. 
instructs ay t od f : ; , , m0 
aaa, sara hacmiar alas _— ee Law Courts Brancu: 29 & 30, HIGH HOLBORN, W.C. 1. 











PECIAL TERMS GRANTED TO 











Copies of Order to be Open to Inspection. 
ee > . > — . rec } the f owing rectiona she he arVe , 
76. A copy of this Order shall be open to inspection at every office or | orders and directs tha ig Dire ns shall be observed by all 
coal depot at which a registered coal merchant or licensed coal dealer | Pe™oNS concer! ed 
receives orders for the sale or delivery of coal and at every office to be 1. For the purpose of these Directions 
established under the provisions of clause 21 hereof Retailer «ans a butcher who sells butcher's meat by retail 


Kanergency Customer ut 


. . a , neans a person lawfully holding and using 4 
on td as Repeals of Previous Orders. $ Soldier's or Sailor s Leave or Duty Ration Book, a Demobilizat on Ration 
77. The following Orders are hereby cancelled, except in so far as any | Book a Traveller's Ration Book, or an Emergency Ration Card which 
acts or things have been commenced or done under such Orders, and | |, ». k ith the mame of another retailer i 
all such acts or things as have been commenced or done under such 
Orders as are in accordance with or meet the requirements and pro 
visions of this Order shall continue in effect as if they had been com 
menced or done under this Order, namely : 
Bs Household Coal Distribution Order, 1917, dated the 10th ing Pes hove Order, 
August, 1917. 
The Household Fuel and Lighting Order, 1918, dated the 28th A person in respect of whom a Visitor's Declaration Form has been 
June, 1916, except as regards clause 127 of that Order. anded | BS PUNT Recegnes SF © Team Geomed oS 
The Household Fuel and Lighting (Scotland) Order, 1918, dated the : Nita 4 : ler during that period fe uch the form is valid, 
18th September, 1918, except as regards clause 99 of that Order. 2. Are ‘tT may supply butcher s meat y & 
The Household Fuel (Prosecutions) Order, 1918, dated the 28th us Tegistered Cuslomers ; 
November, 1918. » emergency customers without registration (if he has more 
The Household Coal (Requisition) Order, 1918, dated the 7th than sufficient supplies for his reguwtered customers) 
September, 1918. 


Until the 3 May, 1919 Butcher's meat means uncooked beef, 
mutéon, veal and lamb. On and after the let June, 1919, “ Butcher's 
mes Ss!) nean uncooked beef, mutton and lamb All other meat 
yutained and supplied free fro e restrictions imposed by of 


A person may obtain butcher's meat oniy from the reta ler with 
‘ whon « is registered for the purpos [his reatriction does not apply 
Audit of Joint Accounts. ustomes PE 
- : 1 ° : ' ‘a i ency customel 
78. The Local Fuel and Lighting Joint Committees (Audit of Accounts 4 
Order, 1918, dated the 23rd December, 1918, shall continue in force as if | |; 
the references to the Household Fue! and Lighting Order, 1918, or the 
Household Fuei and Lighting (Scotland) Order, 1918, were to this Orde: 





ra meat may bes ippled and obtained witéwout the surrender 
but a customer must, on the occasion of each purchase, 


weekly ration for butcher's meat for an adult and a child shall 





Nhort Title » twenty-pen y worth, such worth to be ascertained at the maximum 
tail price for the time being applicable under the Orders of the Food 

er, provided that a retailer may, where he has sufficient meat 
to his registered and en euey customers in 


i) > 


79. This Order may be cited as the Household Fuel and Lighting Orde1 
1919, and shall be read in conjunction with the Local Authorities (Fuel | meat 
and Lighting) Order, 1919, and the Local Authorities (Fuel and Lighting) | “ **”*", bi a, 

. “ ‘ , t iv! 
(Scotland) Order, 1919, respectively, both of even date herewith eet 

. 3. The Direct t w to the amount of Rationed Food, dated 
Date af Operation of Order | 3 cember, 1518, ©» far as ey relate to meat; bh Directions for 
80. This Order shall come into effect on the Ist July, 1919. Butchers aud tiei ners, dated Slat December, 1918 ; ~e 
25rd June (Gazette, lst July. suse 1 of the Notice relat.ng View Meals in Catering Establishments 
. * | : . and Institutions, dated the &th February, 1919 US. R. & O., Nos. 15/9 

| 

| 


anh 580 of 1918. and No. 251 of 1919), are hereby revoked, but without 
Ministry of Health Order. 


prejudice Aby proceedings in respect of any contravention thereof, 
In reference to the Order in Council relating to the Ministry of d 
Health, printed above, the Minister of Health has issued the following | 
letter to Local Authorities in England : 
~ . , tet > } »\ . y rs , 
Ministry of Health, Whitehall, S.W. 1, 20.h June, 191y In exercise of the powers reserved to him by the above Order (8. BR. & 


. . O., No. 894 as amended by No. 1318 of 1918) and of all other powers 
Sir,—I have the honour to inform you that, under the ;:ovisions of enabling him in that behalf. the Food Controller hereby orders that ' © 


section 11 (1) of the above Act, an Order in Council has been made following Directions shall be observed by all persons concerned 

fixing the lst July as the day upon which the Act is to come into : 

operation. 
On that day all the powers and duties of the Local Government 2. For the purpose of these Directions 

Board will pass to the Ministry of Health, the question of the transfer Ret uiler meal reap te y of t e foods a retailer 

to other Government Departments of any existing powers or duties thereo! ; 

not relating to matters affecting or incidental to the health of the people %, Em rgency s a person lawlully hol ling and using 

being reserved for consideration and decision at an early date » soldier's or sa . yr duty ration book, a demobilization ration 
All communications on subjects previously within the jurisdiction | book, a traveller's ration book or an emergency ration ard which is not 

of the Local Government Board should accordingly, on and after the | marked wit e name of another retaile 

Ist July, be addressed to the Secretary, Ministry of Health, Whitehall A person reapect. of m a Visitor's declarati form has been 

S.W. 1.—I am, sir, your obedient servant. handed to and lawfully accepted by a retailer is deemed to be a 

tered with that retailer during that pet d for which the form is valid. 
Health . : , ‘ 
3. A retailer may supply sugar an 1 butter on y 


Sth May 


Directions relating to Sugar and Buttes 


1, These Directions apply to Sugar and Butter 





CuristopHER Appison, Minister of 


a) to his registered customers ; 


Food Orders. b) to emergency customers without registration (if he has more 


than sufficient supplies for his registered customers 


bs ‘ TIO @ ORDER, 1918. 4. A person may obtain sugar and butter only from the retailer with 
Directions relating to Meat. whom he is registered for the purpose This restriction does not app!y 
to an emergency customer 





In exercise of the powers reserved to him by the above Order and of 
all other powers enabling him in that behalf, the Food Controller hereby 5. Sagar and butter may be supplied without the surrender of any 
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vided by Clauses 8 and 9 of these Pirections, 
yn book, 

3 ‘obtained from a 

led that the 

butter 


coupon, or except as pr 
the production of any rat 
6. (a) Wirere butter 
for butter shal! be 2 ozs provi 
sufficient supp! y 
excess of the ratior 
b) Where butt 


retailer, the ration 
tailer may he has 
his registered customers in 


weekly 
re where 
butter in stock to 

retailer 
butter 18 


book 


in & suppler other than a 
it may be obtained ration, provided that wh 
regularly sbtained the appropriate counterfoil from the 
of the person sup p! ed must be de posited with the supplier 

7. The 12 ozs., provi ded that w! 
the ration has not been obtained in any week it obtained 
supplied j of the three succeeding weeks 

12. M ingar ine may be ob ained and supplied free from t! 
imposed by or under the above Order. 

6. The Directions for Retailers of Sugar and Butter 
and their Customers, dated Blet Dex ember 1918, 
to Butter and Margarine, dated l7th February. and the 
relating to the Amount of Rationed Food, dated 31st December. 
far t-mentioned Direct to butter and sugar 
revoked, prejudice proceedings in reapect of 
contraventi 


Sth May 


ibtained fi 


trom the 
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0 ration 
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Societies. 
The Middle Temple. 


PRINCE WALES AND THE 


Wednesday night, the Prince of 
also made a Bencher of the Inn 
of the Middle Temple), says the 7'imes, 
Benchers’ Entrance to the Hall of the 

escorted him to the Parliament 
Benchers was assembled. On 
by Lord Finlay, the Prince 


THE OF BAR 

At the Middle 
Was called to the Bar, and 

Lord C (the treasurer 
met the Prince on his arrival at the 
Inn Middle Temp 
Chamber, where a Spee 
the motion of Lord Coleridge 
was admitted a student of the society, ayd signed the admission form 
Lord Mersey then moved, and Master Balfour Browne seconded, “ That 
his Royal Highness the Prince of Wales be called to the degree of the 
Utter Bar,’ and the Prince of Wales signed the call book of the Inn, 
thus becoming a barrister. Lastly, Mr. Digby moved, and Lord Moulton 
seconded, “ That toyal Highness the Prince of Wales be invited 
up to the Bench,’ and this was agreed to. Thus within ten minutes his 
Royal Highness went through a career which often occupies an ordinary 


W ales 


Temple, on 
vas 
oleridye 
e- lane and 
ial Parliament of 
seconded 


in 


his 


individual twice as many years 

The Treasurer then headed the procession of Benchers from the Parlia 
ment Chamber into the Hall and up to the High Table. The Prince of 
Wales walked on his right, and they were immediately followed by Lord 
Finlay and the American Ambassador, Mr. J. W. Davis, who was him 
self made an Honorary Bencher of the Inn only a few months ago, Lord 
Mersey, and Captain the Hon. Piers Legh, who was in attendance on 
his Royal Highness 

During the dinner the t 
applause. After the meal 
Members ’’ were drunk seated 

Lord Coleridge, in proposing the health of the Prince 
Bencher, welcomed him as ‘‘ the newest member of the legal profession 
In his declaration the Prince had stated that his father had no pro 
fession, and that he had no occupation, though surely he was the busiest 
idler there was. He also declared that he had never engaged in trade, 
and had never been an undischarged bankrupt They presumed that he 
had passed through all his examinations, if not with honour, at least 
with credit. He was sure the Prince had assimilated all those gay 
and giddy text-books which lent beauty to the study of the law. At 
any rate, the lowest criminal in the land was entitled to give him a dock 
defence. He was also entitled to take chambers and to receive from 
solicitors such fees as were fitted to his professional status. 

The toast was drunk with loud cheers, the company standing 
singing, “ For He's a Jolly Good Fellow.” 

The Prince of Wales, who was received with loud cheers, the whole 
company standing and singing “For He’s a Jolly Good Fellow,” 
said : The Treasurer and the Benchers have done me a great honour 
this evening in electing me an honorary Bencher of the Middle Temple 
We have had a very interesting little ceremony before we came into 
dinner. The Master Treasurer asked me if I had read the document 
I had signed; I could not say that I had. He has also just now said 
that I have not eaten the number of dinners which are ore I am 
afraid I I done many other things which I should 
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THE MIDDLESEX HOSPITAL. 
WHEN CALLED UPON TO ADVISE AS TO LEGACIES, PLEASE DO NOT 
FORGET THE CLAIMS OF THE MIDDLESEX HospiTAL, 
WHICH IS URGENTLY IN NEED OF FuNDs ror tts Humans Work. 





ATHERTONS , 
LIMITED; d 
63 & 64, Chancery Lane, LONDON, W.C. 
' 
THE ONLY RECOGNISED LAW PARTNERSHIP, A 
SUCCESSION, AND AMALGAMATION AGENTS , 
WHO HAVE ARRANGED PERSONALLY MOST A 
OF THE IMPORTANT CHANGES IN_ LEGAL A 
PRACTICES FOR YEARS PAST, : 
A 
Correspondence and Consultations invited in strict confidence- A 
Telephone : 24282 Holborn. Telegrams : “ Alacrious, London.” : 
Ses 
ATHERTONS :: ‘ 
LIMITED, A 
63 & 64, Chancery Lane, LONDON, W.C. A 
tu 
Th 
have done. I feel very embarrassed standing before you in this gown be 
I cannot pretend that it makes me learned in the law—in fact, I feel alt 
rather magnificently camouflaged—but I do want you to treat it as a rec 
symbol of my desire to study “and associate myself with the great legal Se! 
institutions apon which the stability and welfare of our great country Se 
so largely depend. I also want you to treat it as a symbol of my desire tio 
to maintain that intimate connection which binds my house with the wa 
Courts of Justice, and the more intimate tie between my family and me 
the two su ieties of the Temple. wa 
“ This is a glorious moment in British history. We have just signed wit 
the greatest and most victorious Peace that has ever been signed, and ad 
we cannot forget that this splendid hall in which we sit is associated <9 
with another very historic period, the Elizabethan period. _ 
I feel it would be quite superfluous for me to mention in order the _ 
names of all the great members of the Middle Temple. In every age ~- 
the Middle Temple has contributed to the ranks of the most famous ~ 
men, and I should have to mention so many to avoid serious omissions ; pee 
but I must make reference to the members of the Midddle Temple who rect 
have fought in the Great War, those gallant men who left everything app 
their careers, their incomes—to join the forces. There are many of 
them here to-night. I think that I may have met several of them on ee 
ictive service. In every theatre of war the Middle Tempte was repre Shet 
sented Alas, many of them will never return. To those who have were 
returned | offer my heartiest congratulations on the magnificent work cord 
they have y ood The memories of thoge who will never return will af 
ever be cherished in the Middle Temple.”’ llth 
the 
9 Quee 
Gray’s Inn. a 
Yesterday being the Grand Day of Trinity Term at Gray's Inn, the tions 
Treasurer (the Right Hon. the Lord Ohancellor) and the Masters of the ee 
Benc entertained at dinser the following guests :—The Archbishop of whic! 
York, the Duke of Sutherland, tae Marquis of Salisbury, the Ear) of susta 
Lonsdale, Viscount Sandhurst, Lord Ooleridge, Mr. Winston Churchill, their 
Sir Seymour Fortescue, Lord Justice Eldon Bankes, Mr. Justice and ¢ 
Eve and Mr. Urban Broughton. The Benchers present, be cr 
in addition to the Treasurer, were:—Mr. J. A. Clyde, KC, . Als 
Judge Mulligan, K.C., Mr. M. W. Mattinson, K.C., Sir “T 
Lewis Coward, K.C., Mr. Thomas Terrell, K.C., Sir Dunbar Barton, of th 
fart, Lord Justice Duke, Mr. H. F. Manisty, K.C., Mr. Arthur Gill, Beno 
Mr. EK. F. Vesey Knox, K.C., Lord Justice Atkin, Mr. Montagu Sharpe, the si 
Mr. Justice Greer, Mr Charles Herbert-Smith, Judge Ivor Bowen, K.C , which 
Colonel Sir, Hamar Greenwood, Bart., the Right Hon. A, W. Samuels, to a | 
K.C.. with the Preacher (the Rev. R. J. Fletcher, D.D.) and the Under- wr 
Treasurer (Mr, D. W. Douthwaite). of th 
maint 
co ae 
. bear ji 
The Law Society. will al 
The following are extracts from the Annual Report of the Council :- Men 
The War.—The society's records show that altogether during the wat 17th D 
3,324 solicitors and 1,485 articled clerks have joined His Majesty § who h 
Forces. They also show that 588 solicitors and 358 articled clerks have The D 
given their lives in the service of their country. 4 ne 
The following honours have been awarded :— puthiied eles 
Articles > 
Solicitors. Clerks. a 
Victoria Cross ~ 1 of 3.30 
yo ain sa of the Bath 2 The 7’ 
ompanions of St. Michael and St. George , 13 dead 
Connends srs of Military Division of Order of British membe: 


2 t 
a 


Empire 
Officers of Military 
Empire 


Division of Order of "British 





he his 


Minster 
Wvstric 
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Articled 
Solicitors. Clerks 
Members of Military Division of Order of British 
Empire oe ; ; 
Awarded 2nd Bar to Distinguished Service Order 
Awarded Bar to Distinguished Service Orde: 
Awarded Distinguished Service Order 
Awarded 2nd Bar to Military Cross 
Avarded Bar to Military Cross 
Awarded the Military Cross 
Awarded Bar to Distinguished Flying Cross 
Awarded Distinguished Flying Cross 
Awarded Air Force Cross 
Awarded Meritorious Service Meda! 
Awarded Distinguished Conduct Meda 
Awarded the Mulitary Medal 
Awarded Bar to the Croix de Guerre 
Awarded the Croix de Guerre 
Awarded Italian Croce al Merito de Guerra 
Awarded Italian Croce di Guerra 
Awarded Belgian Croix de Guerre . ] 
Awarded Itahan Silver Meda! Pe : 1 
The Advisory Committee, referred to in the last annual report, con 
tinued their sittings until November last, when the Armistice was signed 
The work involved, especially after the Military Service Act, 1918, had 
been passed, was arduous, and necessitated a meeting of the committee 
almost daily, both during term and during the Long Vacation. The 
recommendations of the committee, more particularly after the National 
Service Instruction No. 37 of 1918, were acted upon by the National 
Service tribunals and the military representatives almost without ques 
tion, and by this means considerable relief was given to the profession 
which had already willingly surrendered to the defence of their country 
the services of every available man. The committee, from the time it 
was established in the year 1916, sat on 385 occasions and dealt in all 
with 6,958 applications or re-applications for exemption from military 
service. In the announcement that the King intended to confer the 
honour of knighthood upon Sir Richard Mephens Taylor, his work on 
the Advisory Committee wes specially mentioned, National Service 
Instruction No, 37 of 1918 provided that solicitors applying for exemption 
for themselves or their skilled clerks might refer their applications also 
for the advice of the various professional advisory conunittees which had 
been appointed in the provinces. In the course of the year forma 
recognition was given to committees of this character which were 
appointed by the provincial law societies of Berks, Bucks, and Oxon, 
Birmingham, Bristol, Durham and North Yorkshire, H ampshire, Hull, 
Leeds, Liverpool, Manchester, Monmouthshire, Newcastle, Norwich, 
Sheffield, Sussex, York. It is believed many applications for exemption 
were referred to these committees, and that official recognition was 
cordially extended to their recommendations. 


Sc 


- 
>| 


SRO Whee Oe 


The Armistice.—On the occasion of the signing of the Armistice on 
llth November, 1918, the following resolutions were passed 

‘ That the President, Vice-President, and Members of the Council of 
the Law Society respectfully tender to Their Majesties the King and 
Queen, and to Their Royal Highnesses the Prince of Wales and other 
Members of the Royal Family, their loyal and affectionate congratula 
tions on the signature of the Armistice in the war with Germany. 

“ They recall with grateful hearts the fortitude and confidence with 
which Their Majesties and the Members of the Roya) Family have 
sustained the vicissitudes of the great war, and have thereby encouraged 
their peoples, as well as their armed forces, to endure until this day, 
and devoutly pray that the efforts to preserve the world’s freedom may 
be crowned with success on the signature of Peace.” 


Also :— . 

“That the President, Vice-President, and Members of the Council 
of the Law Society beg leave to offer to the Prime Minister, the Right 
Honourable David Lloyd George, their most sincere congratulations on 
the signing of the Armistice with Germany, and on his arduous efforts 
which have brought the long struggle between freedom and militarism 
to a successful conclusion. 

“They remember with pride that the Prime Minister is a member 
of their own profession, a profession engaged in and devoted to the 
Maintenance of law and of justice, and feel that the Empire may 
confidently rely that, in the settlement of the terms of Peace, he wil) 
bear in mind, as he has so finely said, that ‘ we will do no wrong, we 
will abandon no right.’ "’ 

Memorial Service for Solicitors and Articled Clerks.—On Tuesday, the 
17th December, 1918, a memorial service for solicitors and articled clerks 
who had given their lives in the war was held at Westminster Abbey 
The Dean of Westminster officiated at the service, at which the Master 
of the Rolls attended, and at which the Lord Chancellor was represented 
by Sir Claud Schuster, his permanent secretary. The special form of 
service, which had been prepared for tie occasion by the Dean of 
Westminster, gave the names of 565 solicitors and 341 articled clerks, 
who had been killed in action or had died on service out of a total 
of 3,300 solicitors and 1,475 articled clerks who had joined the Colours 
The 7'imes, in referring to the occasion, stated : “ It is a large toll of 
dead out of a profession limited in numbers and containing many 
members advanced in years. It is, therefore, a most notable event in 
the history of the profession that the service should be held in West- 
minster Abbey amid the graves and memories of the country's most 


Mpstrious dead, to commemorate the fighting men among solicitors and 





NEW ANNUITY RATES. 


The attention of Solicitors is called to the newly 
revised and highly favourable rates for Annuities 
now offered by the CENTURY. 


Correspondence Invited. 
SPECIMEN RATES, ANNUITY PAYABLE HALF-YEARLY. 


For each £100 of Purchase Money. 





Age not less 


than 


Females. | Males. 


60 £8 10 6 
65 9 18 6 
70 11 39 10 











‘** A strong, well-managed concern.” — Financial Tomes. 


“One of the most conspicuously prosperous Offices of the pres»nt 
generation.” —IJnsurance Newe. 


**One of the best-managed Insurance Companies in Great Britain,” 
Impressions. 

** Originality and enterprise have marked the operations of the 
CENTURY throughout its career.”—/Post Magazine. 


CENTURY 


INSURANCE COMPANY LIMITED. 


London Office: 27, Queen Victoria Street, E.C. 4, 
HEAD OFFICE: 18, CHARLOTTE SQUARE, EDINBURGH. 


their articled clerks who died for King and country in France, Flanders, 
and on many a stricken field in the East.” 

Solicitors’ War Memorial Fund.—By resolution of the Council, and 
with the approval of the Society, expressed at the special general 
meeting, held in Jan ary last, a Solicitors’ War Memorial Fund has 
been established to commemorate and record the services of the pro 
fession The proposals which have been approved are 

(1) The erection of a visible memorial in the Society's Hall. (2) The 
compilation of a “ Record of Service which will be arranged in county 
or othe enient sections, so that sections may be obtained separately 
(3) The establishment of a Relief Fund for solicitors and them 
articled clerks who have suffered in mind, body or estate in or through 
the war, and the families antl dependents of such solicitors and clerks 
and of those who have been killed or died in the war 

The Relief Fund will require generous support, and it is hoped that 
at. least £100,000 will be raised It is proposed that the fund, both 

me, should be applied in the support, maintenance 





capital and in 
education and advancement of the persons to be benefited, and.that the 
trusts «f the fund should be wide and elastic. Care will be taken to 
avoid overlapping where benefits from Government and other institn. 
tions may be enjoyed by applicants A large general committee, con 
sisting of both town and country members, has been formed, from which 
a small executive committee has been appointed Already a sum of 
£29.792 9s. 8d. has been subscribed Donations may be spread over 
three vears, and it is suggested that any such deferred gifts might be 
protected by the necessary testamentary provisions 

Membership of the Society.—The Society has now 8,660 members, of 
whom 3,796 practise in town, and 4,864 in the country. The number of 
members who joined the Society during the past year is 329, as compared 
with 434 in the previous year. After allowing for deaths, resignations 
and ex-lusions, the number of members shows an increase for the year 
of 72 
There has been a decided increase of entries 


Registry Department 
on all the registers since the cessation of hostiaties Demobilisation 
having released large numbers of solicitors and clerks and enabled the 
Department to cope with the increased demand ~ he attention of 
memibers is specially directed to the fact that no clerk as vllowed » 
inspect the register of vacant situations or enter his name withou 
having first prod wed a letter of recommendation 
where it is impossible to obtain this, 


from a member of 
the sociely yr, an cases from 
yerson, to the effect that the clerk is personally known 

is of good character. By this means the Council is 
far as pr waible, kept free ot 


some responsible 
to the writer anc 
able to ensure that the register is, #0 
urdesirab'’e applicants. 

Record and Statiatical De partment The increasing number 


of 


inquiries made of this department as to the successors of deceased 





648 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


July 5, 1919 








or retired solicitors, or as to the whereabouts of their business papers, 
testifies its great utility to members wishing to trace documents, & 
In most cases the desired information has been available, but there are 
still many retired and deceased solicitors as to whom nothing is known, 

( ill be glad if members who ive not already done 


and the coun ‘ I 


s)> will send the secretary particulars of any solicitor’s practice or 


firms, have succeeded The records 
the date of birth and death and par 
the various part 


papers to whi the r thei 


contain, in addition to the above 


ticulars of parentage ind education where obtainable : 


nerships and business addresses, and particulars of any appointments, 
&c. : particulars of bankruptcy, & and accounts of any cases against 
solicitors reported in the London and provincial newspapers, and this 
information is available to members should they require it During 


f 


under review 305 certificates of the death of solicitors have 


the year 
been received from registrars of death as compared vith 247 received 
last year 


War Service of Irficlad Clerk The Solicitors Articled C'erks) 
Act, 1918, provides that any time during which an articled cterk had 
served in any of His Majesty's Forces, or in any public service con- 
upproved by the Master of the 


nected with the war, of a character 

Rolls, or who had been detained or interned, shal! be reckoned for 
all purposes as time duly served under his articles of clerkship. The 
effect of thf provision was limited in its benefits to those who had 
rendered war service after entering into articles of clerkship, and the 


Council felt that some concession ought to be made also in favour of 
those desirous of becoming solicitors who had not been articled before 
und tihat subject to a minimum period of two 


serving with the Forces, 
office under articles the ordinary term 


years’ due service in a solicitor’s 


of five, four or three years might be reduced by reckoning war service 
The Lord Chance! or uppro ve d of the suggestion, as did also the 
Minister of Labour. The Council therefore have prepared und the 
Lord Chancellor has been gdod enough to introduce into the House of 


1919, to give effect. to the 


Articled Clerks) B 
use of Lords, contains a 


has passe 1 the H 


its benefits when passed clerks must 


Lords the Solicitors 
proposal T! e Bill whk 
provision that in order to secure 
enter info articles within one year of the termination of the war 
limit will be extended to three } } 
degree at a University. the Council 
encourage the taking of a University course 
Society “ have power to extend ihoth these limite 
The Socwty 4 
1918-19 was 208, as aga 


years the ase of th se OW t 
desiring in every way possible to 
In special cases the Law 


Law School.—The number of stadents entered during 


st 62 in 1917-18, 69 1916-17, 87 


the seasio: 


n 1915-16, 338 in 1914-15, and 283 in 1915-14. Of the students of the 
present session, 158 were oral and 50 correspondence students These 
figures require » little interpretang During the first half of the 
session 191819 (viz., September to Christmas, 1918), the numbers 
remained at the low level of war vears, being 36 in the third term and 
46 in the fourth term of 1918 With the Armistice came a decided 
increase in the first term of 1919, whe the tota figrui re s rose to 88: and 
in the second term, 1919, there was an entry of 160 students. Of the 


Dominion students, who, 


American at d 
is permanent me mbers of 


latter, however, 4 were 
welcome as they were, ca ot be regarded 

ly in London until Midsummer. At the examinations 
innual report was prepared, 72 
cessful in passing—viz., 36 in 
Nine of the Society's students 


the classes, being « 
whic h have been held since the last 
of the sox ety’s st identa have heen su 
the final and 3% in the intermediat« 
have obtained honours—viz., 1 in the second claas and 8 in the third 
The work of ee classes was maintained, though with difficulty 
during the earlier part of the session, and has revived since the suspen 
sion of hoatilities At present there are 8 degree students 

As mentioned in the last report, the outbreak of the war seriously 
affected the funds available for the purposes of legal education ; and the 
obliged to effect serious reductions, not only in the 


Council have been 
organization of their own school, but in the grants which hitherto they 
Owing to 


have been able to make to local centres of legal education 
the absence of students at such centres, this obligation has not caused 
such inconvenience as might have been feared; but, with the return 
of peace conditions, the problem has become acute 

It is now possible to form some estimate of the losses suffered in 
the casualties to present and former students of the Society. No fewer 


the deg 


than 166 of these are known to have fallen, out of a total of 1,789 
students enrolled since 1903, or a proportion approaching 10 per cent 
The na nes of those who were actually members of the Students’ Rooms 
are recorded on the Memorial Tablets erected there by their surviving 


fellow-members. The older ex-students are commemorated in a brief 
summary of their numbers which appears on a panel of the second 
tablet. Among the recent losses may be mentioned that of Lieut 
B. E. Z. Gammell, R.A.F., at his death the holder of one of the Society's 
studentships, who was killed in action in September last. On the other 
hand, it is satisfactory to record that four of the eight holders of 
studentships at the outbreak of the war have survived, and have 
returned to take up the studies laid aside for military duty 

Demobilisation.—Selection of Pivotal Men.—Almost immediately fol 
lowing upon the signature of the Armistice, the President had an inter 
view with the Officers of the Ministry of Labour, at which the latter 
stated that if the Council were prepared to select a certain number 
of solicitors being pivotal men for release from His Majesty's Forces 
opportunity might be given to them to make such a selection. The 
Council decided that the work of selection should be undertaken, and it 
was referred to the Military Service Advisory Committee to act 


tions, was almost immediately increased to 500. The time allowed for 
the work was so short as to permit only of rough and ready allocation 
of nominations as between London and the Provinces. Notices, however 
were immediately sent to the more important provincial law socicties, 
giving them the opportunity to make nominations from their own dis. 
tricts. Government advertisements were issued stating that solicitors 
desirous of securing demobilisation for themselves or members of their 
staff should apply to the Law Society. As a result applications v istly 
in €xcess of possible nominations were received, and the committee and 
the staff were kept fully occupied during the whole of December and 
January in keeping pace with the work. From time to time the number 
of nominations was extended, and as a result the Council were per. 
mitted to nominate such a number of applicants as to give reason to 
hope that all really urgent cases were dealt with, and it is believed 
as a result of the nominations nearly all of the persons nominated were 
demobilised at a date considerably in advance of the ordinary date of 
demobilisation 

{/ter-War Employment of Officers.—On the request of the Minister of 
Labour, the Council nominated Sir Charles Longmore as their representa- 
tive on a departmental committee to consider the employment of officers 
on demobilisation and he was duly appointed. 

The Committee has been sitting under the chairmanship of Lord 
sSurnham 

In connection with this appointment, the Council in December last 
passed a resolution expressing the hope that members of the profession 
may be willing to assist in the employment of discharged officers and 
men by 

(a) Offering to solicitors and trained men employment in their offices ; 

(4) Offering to men of suitable attainments, whose circumstances 
justify consideration, articles of clerkship without payment of premium 

With regard to employment, appropriate registers for members of 
the Society and clerks recommended by members already exist. 

With regard to the suggested offer of free articles, a register has been 
established of solicitors who are prepared to offer free articles of clerk 
ship, and they have been placed in communication with applicants 

Training Grants for Ex-Officers.—In January last the Council received 
from the Minister of Labour an intimation that he proposed to appoint 
committees to recommend maintenance and training grants for ex- 
soldiers, and a request that the Council would nominate representatives 
on these committees which would have jurisdiction in London and in the 
more important provincial centres. 

Mr. Nesbitt was nominated by the Council and appointed by the 
Minister a member of the Selective Committee to consider applications 
in the Metropolitan area, and the provincial members of the Council 
representing the various provincial districts were similarly nominated, 

The Selective Committees referred to have been established for the 
purpose of selecting and recommending the applicants for educational 
and training grants whose cases are considered by special interviewing 
boards attached to such Selective Committees, and as, subsequently to 
his appointment on the London Selection Committee, Mr. Nesbitt was 
invited and accepted the invitation to sit on the Grants Committee, to 
which recommendations are made by the Selective Committees, it became 
necessary for him to resign his position on the London Selective Com 
mittee In his place the Council have nominated Mr. W. H. Foster and 
he has heen duly appointed 

In London the Selective Committee have appointed a special Law 
Poard to deal with applications from the legal profession, and this 
board has been sitting to consider applications in the Council Chamber 
of the Law Society. 

Return of Duty on Practising Certificates. -The Commissioners of 
Inland Revenue who, for some time past have returned the certificate 
duty paid on the certificates of those whose military duties have pre 
vented them from practising, have recently intimated that the concession 
applies in cases where solicitors have been or are engaged on active 
service with the Naval and Military Forces, and who have taken no 
active part in conducting the business of their firm whilst so engaged, 
and that the receipt of a share of his firm’s profits by a solicitor whose 

ase falls within the above conditions would not have the effect of 
excluding him from the concession 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer, in reply to a question put to him 
in the House of Commons by Mr. Geo. R. Thorne, M.P., has stated that 
solicitors who joined His Majesty's Forces within three years ifter 
being admitted shall not, as a result of their military service, lose the 
benefit of the provision under which solicitors’ certificate duty is pa 
able only at one-half the full rate for the first three years after a«mis- 
sion. The Chancellor has, therefore, authorized the Commissioners of 
Inland Revenne, on being satisfied as to the facts, to allow a claim 
for repayment of half the duty when the period which has elapsed from 
the time of the solicitor’s admission, excluding the period of his service 
with the Forces, is less than three years 

Solicitors Called to the Bar.—Under the consolidated regulations of 
t%e Inns of Court, a student who at any time previous to his admit 
sion at an Inn of Court had been a solicitor and practised for not less 
than five consecutive years, may be examined for and be called to the 


tar without keeping any terms. : : 
It seemed to the Council that some relaxation of this regulation wa* 


pay 


desirable in favour of those solicitors who had omitted to qual fy for 
call to the Bar merely owing to war service. They therefore approached 
} - ha 


the four Inns of Court on the matter, and as a result the Inns 
passed a new regulation providing that where a solicitor has bees 
entirely prevented from practising in consequence of his having beet 





In the first instance opportunity was given of nominating 250 men 
for release. This number, however, in response to urgent representa- 


employed in His Majesty’s service for the purposes of the pre 
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war, the period of such service shall, if the benchers of the Inn to, 


which he applies for admission shall so order, be treated as if the 
solicitor had been in practice during such period for the purpose of 
qualifying for call to the Bar under these regulations 

Fusion in the Profession.—At a special meeting of the 
Sour ty, held on 3lst January last, there was moved a resolution that 
it is in the public interest as a measure of reconstruction that ther 
should be a complete fusion between the two branches of the lega 


rise to considerable discussion, and 


general 


rofession. The motion gave 
Rane put to the meeting was carried by ¥5 votes to 29 
of twenty members the president directed that a poli should be taken 
The result was announced at an adjourned meeting, which was held o1 
th February, and shewed that 1,820 votes had been given in favou 
of the motion and 3,531 votes against it, and that therefore the motion 
had been lost by a mafority of 1,711 votes 

Publication of Statutes.—In response to an inquiry from the chair 
man of the Statute Law Committee the Council have expressed the 
opinion that it would be desirable to make up the Annual Volume of 
Statutes for each calendar year, irrespectively of the length of the 
Parliamentary session, and to number the Statutes not by 
to the sessions in which they are passed, but in order of 
passing in each year. The Council of Law Reporting are not, how 
ever, disposed to agree with these opinions 

House of Lords and Privy Ce 
the Incorporated Law Society of Liverpool, representations were mad¢ 
to Sir Arthur Thring and to the registrar of the Privy Council that 
the large number of 
to be deposited on appeals to the House of 
Council should be reduced. 
was that in future twenty unbound copi+s of case and appendix will be 
accepted instead of thirty as heretofore, and from the registrar of the 
Privy Council that under war conditions only thirty opies of printed 
eases had been asked for, and that tnis number could nat be reduced 
with advantage to the publi 

Barriaters and Solicitors (Qualif ation of Women) Bill Lord Buck 
master, who in 1917 and in 1918 introduced a Bill to qualify 
to be admitted as solicitors, has introduced into the present session of 
Parliament a Bill under the above title, intended to qualify 
to be called to the Bar, as well as to be admitted to the solicitors 
branch of the profession. It will be remembered that one of the chief 


reverence 


uncl Appeal On the suggestion 


Lords and to the Privy 


service, 


women 


women 


On the request | 


date of |} ™ 


‘ 


copies of case and appendix which were required | 


The reply received from Sir Arthur Thring | ‘ 





i Bills was the 
service of so many young solicitors and articled clerks, to whom it| 
was considered unfairness might result from the Bill and who should! 
therefore have an opportunity of expressing their views. The C 
felt that to a large extent this difficulty had been removed since the} 
Armistice, and they considered it possible also that a certain feeling 
of opposition, prompted by the fact that the earlier Bills had 
sought to deal with the promotors own branch of the profession, 
been removed by the terms of the new Bill. It seemed to them, there 
fore, that they would not be justified in raising objection to it with- | 
out first submitting the question to the Society in general meeting 
An opportunity for such a meeting presented itself on receipt of a letter 
from the Lord Chancellor, asking the Council to furnish him with any 
observations which they might desire to make with reference to the 
proposals of the Bill, especially in so far as they related to solicitors 
A special general meeting was, therefore, called on 28th March last 
with the express object of considering the Bill, and of deciding as to 
the best course to be followed in regard to its provisions At this 
meeting a resolution in the following terms was carried by 50 votes to 

“That in view of the present economic and political position of 
women, it is, in the opinion of this meeting, expedient that the existing 
obstacles to their entry into the legal profession should be removed ; 
and the Council is requested to report this opinion to the Lord Chan 
cellor, and to support Lord Buckmaster’s Bill... The Lord Chancellor 
was informed of this resolution. The Bill has passed the House of 
Lords, and the Government have intimated that they will make an 
effort to find time for it to be dealt with in the House of Commons 

Solicitors’ Remuneration —The Council, in their last annual report 
stated that the Rule Committee of the Supreme Court had passed a 
new rule providing that during the continuance of the present war, and 
thereafter, until such date as the Lord Chancellor should appoint, an in 
crease of 20 per cent. might be charged and would be allowed in any taxa 
tion of costs in respect ot business done in any 
Supreme Court. Similar orders have nade in Bankruptcy 
and in Companies’ Winding-up ; also under the House of Lords’ Costs 
(Taxation) Act, 1849, and the House of Commons’ (Costs) Act, 1847 
The President of the Probate Division has also made an interim order 
that the bonus is to extend to costs in matrimonial cases A similar 
order has been made with regard to solicitors’ charges under scales “ B 
and “C ”’ of the County Court Scale, and also to costs of arbitrations 
And clerks of the peace, it is believed, are foilowing the High Court 
tule in taxing bills of costs in proceedings at quarter sessions. It will 
be remembered that the Supreme Court Rule included a provision that 
it should not apply to the remuneration prescribed by the Solicitors 
Remuneration Act, 1881, and that, with regard to such rémuneration, the 
Council had decided to take steps to obtain a rule empowering a solicitor 
at his option to deliver a bill in the form of a gross sum or aggregate 
fee in lieu of detailed charges, such gross sum to be regulated with 
reference to considerations stated in section 4 of the Act, and providing 
that. in any taxation of such remuneration under section 7 regard should 
be had to such considerations. An application was in due course made 
fo Lord Finlay that he would support the framing of such a rule. But 


reasons given for opposing previous absence o1 var | 


cause or matter in the 
Sin i hl been 








much delay has been caused with regard to it, owing u the first place 


| to the dissolution e Ministrs ne e second to the absence of 
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THE HOSPITAL FOR SICK CHILDREN, 
GREAT ORMOND STREET, LONDON, W.C. 1. 


CHILDREN OF TO-DAY 


are the 


CITIZENS OF TO-MORROW. 


HE need for greater effort to counterbalance 
the drain of War upon the manhood of the 
Nation, by saving infant life for the future welfare of 
the British Empire, compels the Committee of The 
Hospital for Sick Children, Great Ormond-street, 
London, W.C. 1, to plead most earnestly for increased 
support for the National work this Hospital is 
performing in the preservation of child lite. 

The children of the Nation can truthfully be said 
to be the greatest asset the Kingdom possesses, yet 
the mortality among babies is still appalling, while 
the birthrate is slowly but surely declining. 

OR over 60 years this Hospital has been the 
means of saving or restoring the lives and 
health of hundreds of thousands of Children, and 
of instructing Mothers in the knowledge of looking 
after their children. 
£5,000 has to be raised immediately 
to keep the Hospital out of debt. 


Forms of Gift by Will to this Hospital can be 
obtained on application te— 
JAMES McKAY, Acting Secretary. 
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e Law Society. 


LIST OF QUALIFIED MEMBERS OF THE SOCIETY NOMINATED AS MEMBERS OF THE COUNCIL TO BE ELECTED AT THE ANNUAL GENERAL 


Name of Candidate. 


*JoHN JAMES DUMVILLE 


BOTTERELL 


*+tALFRED Henry COLEY 


*Sim HOMEWOOD CRAWFORD 


*BAMUEL GARRETT 


HENRY PATERSON GISBORNE 


*Joun Roger Burrow 
GREGORY 
LEONARD WILLIAM NORTH 
HICKLEY 


+ARTHUR MURRAY INGLEDEW 


*Puitie HupeRT MARTINEAU 


CHARLES GIBBONS MAY 


MEETING ON THE LITH DAY OF JULY, 


Address. 
| 


24 St. Mary-axe, London, 
E.C, 3 


| 
63 Temple-row, Birmingham | 
| 


| 
The Guildhall, City, London, | 
E.C. 2 


St. Michael's Rectory, Corn- 


hill, London, E.C. 


chambers, Temple- 


Temple - 
E.C. 4 


avenue, London, 
1 Bedford-row, London, W.C. 1 


10 King’s Bench- walk, Temple, 
London, E.C, 4, 


4 Mount Stuart-square, Cardiff 


2 K aymond-buildings, Gray’s 
Inn, London, W.C. 1 





49 Lincoln’s-inn-fields, Lon- 


don, W.C. 2 


1919. 


Name of Nominators. 


|; Richard Alfred Pinsent 
| Herbert Gibson ... - 


Richard Alfred Pinsent... 

Archibald Somerville Bennett ond 
(President of the Birmingham Law 
Society) 

Leslie Arthur Smith 
(Hon. Secretary of the Birmingham 
Law Society) 

Charles Henry Morton . 

(Hon. Secretary of the Associated 
Provincial Law Societie:) 





Richard Alfred Pinsent... 
William Arthur Sharpe 


George Lewis Frederick McNair 
Sydney Charles Scott 


Robert Mills Welsford ... 


Richard King 
Francis Edward Fester Barham 


Philip Bond 

Heary G ladstone Barclay 
Roderick Williams 
Claude Seabroke 


Richard Alfred-Pinsent 


I Sir Richard Stephens Tayler ... 
l 
\ 
| William Arthur Sharpe a ab 


William Arthur Sharpe 


Charles Henry Morton . 
(Hon. Secretary of the Assosiated 
Provincial Law Societies) 

Robert Chancellor Nesbitt 


/Richard Alfred Pinsent.. 
Ww illiam Benjamin Francis... 
(President of the Incorporated Law 

Society for Cardiff and District) 

| Albert Ciiarles Macintosh —.. 
(Hon. Secretary of the Incorporated 
Law Society for Cardiff and District) 

| Charles Henry Morton .. 

| (Hon. Secretary of the Associated 
Provincial Law Societies) 


Sir Walter Trower 
Robert Mills Welsfoid ... 


Richard Alfred Pinsent... 
| William Arthur Sharre... 


(ate Alfred Pinsent 
| 


Charles Henry Morton ... 
(Hon. Secretary of the Associated 
Provincial Law Societies) 


Richard Alfred Pinsent .. 

Coryndon Matthews 
(President of the Incorporated Law 
Society of Plymouth) 











| 
| 
| 
| 


i 


Addresses. 





| — 


. | 6 Bennett’s-bill, Birmirgham 


| 9 Great St Helens, London, E.< 
| 6 Bennett’s-hill, Birmingham 
8 Cherry-street, Birmingham 


| 18 Newhall-street, Birmingham 


5 Cook-street, Liverpool 


* 6 Bennett’s-hill, Birmingham 
| 12 New-court, Carey-street, 
W.C. 2 


London, 


21 Leadenhall-street, London, E.C. 3 
15 Queen-street, Cheapside, London, 
n.C. 4 
London, 


4 Field - court, Gray’s Inn, 
W.C. 1 
22 Aldermanbury, London, E.C. 2 


181 Temple-chambers, London, E.C 

12 New-court, Carey street, Lon: ‘on, 
W.C. 2. 

Castle-lane, Warwick 

Exchange-chambers, Macclesfield 

14 Castle-street, Liverpool 

Rugby 


6 Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 


12 New-court, Carey-street, London, 
W.C, 2 


6 Bennett’s-hill, Birmingham 

12 New - court, Carey street, London 
W.C. 2 

5 Cook-street, Liverpool 


7 Devonshire-square, London, E.C. 2 
6 Bennett’s-hill, Birmingham 


31 Queen-street, Birmingham 


Temple-chambers, 8 St. Jvhn street, 


Cardiff 


5 Cook-street, Livepool 


5 New-square, Lincoln’s-inn, London, 
W.C. 2 
22 Aldermanbury, London, E.C. 2 


6 Bennett’s-hill, Birmingham 

12 New-court, Carey-street, 
W.C, 2 

5 Cook-street, Liverpool 


Londop, 


6 Bennett’s-hill, Birmingham 
Frankfort-chambers, Plymouth 





| j le ri al > *ly- 
*+KENRICK EYTON PECK... | 26 Ker-street, Devonport = a Bnetinsnaal P aon house, Princess-square, Ply 
| Law Society of Ply mouth) 
Charles Henry Morton ... 5 Cook-street, Liverpool 
| (Hon. Secretary of the Associated 
Provincial Law Societies) 





* The Candidates marked thus * are retiring Members of the Council, who, being eligible, have been nominated for re-slection. 


+ The Candidates marked thas + are 


proposed in accordance with the scheme of nomination of the Associated Provincial Law 


Societies pursuant to the resolution of the Society relating to eountry vacancies, adopted on 5th July, 1907. 
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D Possible.— | 
felating to redemption. It provides that a tithe rentcharge of any | value, 


| july 5, 1979 
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Name of Candidate. Address, 














| 2. Bond-court, Wa'brook, Lon- 
don, London, E C, 4 


®RALEGH BULLER PHILLPOTTS 





Richard Alfred Pinsent, 
William Arthur Sharpe 


RecINALD WarRD Eowarp 


10, 11 and 12 Ely-place, Hol- 
LANE POOLE 


born, E.C, 4 





f Arthar Copson Peake 
\ Herbert Gibson 


Charles Henry Morton 
(Hon. Secretary of the 





Names of Nominators. Addreases. 

















24 Basinghall-etreet, Leeds . 
9 Great St. Helens, London, E.C., 


6 Bennett's-hill, Birmingham 

12 New-court, Carey-street, 
W.C. 2 

5 Cook-street, Liverpool 


Lo don 


Associated 


Provincial Law Societies) 


| 
| 6 Austin-friars, London, E.C.2, 
and Manchester 


*CHARLES LEOPOLD SAMSON... 


4 Field - court, 


London, W.C, 1 


*Sin RICHARD STEVENS TAY- 
LOR 


Gray’s - inn, 
\ John 


{ William Melmoth Walters 
| Henry Cooke 


{ Richard Alfred Pinse.t ... 


9 New-square, Lincoln’s-inn, London, 
W.C, 2 
1 Copthall- buildings, London, E.C. 2 


6 Bennett’s-hill, Birmingham 


James Dumville Botterell 24 St. Mary-axe, London, E.C. 3 





LIST OF QUALIFIED MEMBERS PROPOSED AS PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT. 


As President— 
WILLIAM ARTHUR SHARPE | 12, New-court, Carey-street, / 
London, W.C. 2 | Cecil 

As Vice-President— 


CHARLES HENRY Morton | 5 Cook-street, Liverpool 


{ Sir Richard Stephens Taylor 


{ Sir William Howard Winterbotham . | | 


| Sir Richard Stephens Taylor 


4 Field-court, Gray’s-inn, Londom 


W.C, 1 


Allen Coward 30 Mincing lane, London, E.C, 3 


New-court, Carey-street, London, 

W.C. 2 

4 Field-court, Gray’s-inn, London, 
Ww.c. il 





LIST OF QUALIFIED PERSONS PROPOSED AS AUDITORS OF THE SOCIETY. 


JouN STEPHENS CHAPPELOW, Lon- 


F.C. A, 


10 Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
don, W.C, 2 
| 


ALBERT EDWARD SCORER 
mond, Surrey 


MALCOLM JoHN HENDERSON | 8 Bedford-row, London, W.C.1 











| ( Rayner Maurice Neate ... 
| | Michael Forbes Tweedie ove one 


3 Crown Office-row, Temple, | Herbert Harvey Moseley 
London, E.C. 4, and Rich- | \ George Marris 


if Reginald Bertram Cooke 
| Robert Lake 


* The Candidates marked thus * are retiring Members of the Council, who, being eligible, have been nominated for re-election, 


16, Southampton-street, Bloomsbury- 
equare, London, W.C, | 

5, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, W.C. 2 

142, Holborn-bars, London, E.C. 1 

27 Chancery-lane, London, W.C, 2 


3 Verulam-buildings, Gray's-inn, Lon- 
don, W.C. 1 
218, Strand, London, W.C. 2 


+ The Candidates marked thus ¢ are proposed in accerdance with the scheme of tomination of the Assoc ‘ated Provincial Law 
Societies pursuant to the resolution of the Society relating to country vacinc‘es, adopted on 5th July, 1907. 








Redemption of Tithe Rentcharge 
and Corn Rents: The Tithe Act, 
1918, 


The following statement (Leaflet No. 329) has been issued by the 
Board of Agriculture and Fisheries :— 





l. The Desirability of Redemption.—It is generally agreed by land 
owners and titheowners alike that the redemption of tithe rentcharge on 
reasonable terms desirable. Redemption saves the landowner the 
trouble of verifying the accuracy of the demands sent to him half- 
yearly by the tithe collector, and of having to remit the payments for 
sums which, in many instances, are very small. It also removes a 
possible cause of complication and delay in sales and other dispositions 
of land. The chief advantages of redemption to the titheowner are 
that it saves him the cost of collection, which in some parishes is con- 
siderable ; obviates a frequent cause of ill-feeling and litigation, and 
extinguishes the tithe rentcharge for all purposes, including the pay- 
ment of rates and land tax. 


2. Redemption Prior to the Tithe Act, 1918.—Prior to the passing of 
the Tithe Act, 1918, landowners could enforce redemption as a rule 
only in cases of tithe rentcharges not exceeding 20s. each in amount. 
Where a tithe rentcharge exceeded 20s. the landowner usually could 
hot redeem without the titheowner’s consent, and, if such a tithe rent- 
charge was attached to a benefice, the concurrence of the bishop of the 
diocese and patron of the living was also necessary. Moreover, except 
in a few special cases, tithe rentcharge was not redeemable for less 
than twenty-five years’ purchase of the par value of the tithe rent- 
charge. In these circumstances it is not surprising that at the date 
of the passing of the Tithe Act, 1918, less {han 2 per cent. of the tithe 


18 





of the owner of the land, and without 
rentcharge, the bishop, or the patron, 
be directed by the Board to be redeeméd unless, owing to any excep- 
tional circumstances, the Board otherwise direct. It further abolishes 
the minimum limit of twenty-five years’ purchase for redemption, and 
provides that the consideration for redemption shall be fixed by an 
agreement between the land&wner and the titheowner, or, in default 
of such agreement, by the determination of the Board, but this does not 
apply to any rentcharge with respect to the redemption of which pro- 
ceedings were pending on the 21st November, 1918. Another important 
provision of the Act is that which enables the landowner to pay the 
redemption money by means of an annuity for a period of years not 
exceeding fifty . 


amount shall, on the application 
the consent of the owner of the 


4. Agreements aa to the Amount of Consideration for Redemption.— 
Section 4 (1) of the Act, which enacts that the amount of the considera- 
tion money payable on the redemption of a tithe rentcharge may be 
agreed by the owners of the land and of the rentcharge, is qualined 
by Section 4 (3) which provides that no such agreement is valid : 

(a) if made by a spiritual person entitled in respect of his 
benefice or cure, except with the consent of Queen Anne's Bounty, 
or, in the case of a rentcharge affected by the Welsh Charch Act, 





1914, of the Welsh Church Commissioners ; or 
h) if made by a person (not being a spiritual person 80 entitled) 
who is not empowered to sell the rentcharge unless he obtains the 
consent of some other person, except with the consent of that other 

person. 

5. In Default of Agreement Board determine Compensation Section 
4 (1) of the Act directs that, in default of an agreement as to the 
amount of the consideration for redemption, the Board, on the applica- 
tion of the owner of the rentcharge, or of the owner of the land or any 
part thereof, shall determine what is fair compensation for the redemp- 
tion in accordance with the method prescribed in the First Schedule of 





rentcharge charged on lands in England and Wales had been redeemed 
since the commutation in 1836. 


3. Redemption Without Consents and on Reasonable Terms now | 
the Tithe Act, 1918, made important alterations in the law | 


the Act. This Schedule provides that the Board shall estimate the 
annual sum payable in perpetuity which they consider equal to the 
variable tithe rentcharge which would be payable if there were no 
This estimated annual sum is called the “ gross annual 


redemption A 
| are directed to be made from it 


’ and the following deductions 














_ THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


July s, 1919 


order to obtain what may conveniently be described as the “ net | charges, but must be registered under the Land Obarges Registration 
und Searches Act, 1888, in the Land Registry. 


annual value 


smounts paid or payable by the tithe | ). Provision of Money for Redemption by Limited Owners Mowe 
ntcharge on a int of rates and land | : : 


“pp e to the purchase of land to be settled or heid to or on any 


immediately ‘ if the date of the , r trust« may be app ed in or towards the redemption of a tithe 
I s charged on land settled or held to or on the like 

I ed owne 1, W the consent of the Board, charge the redemp . 

money and expenees on the land exonerated. (W 

10. How liability for Tithe Rentcharge may be ascertained The 

mi may ascertain the liability of his property as regarde tithe : the 

inspecting the Tithe Map and Apportsonment in the custody Ss 

re 5 n obtain the unformatson by letter on sending to GIN 

g the eituataon of the property, and paying stre 


arge which In an average case does not exceed 5s. Certified 
map and apportionment are deposited in the parish, usually part 
tody of the Incumbent and Churchwardens, and wit! the Few 
the Diocese, and are open to inspection on payment of brid 
6d. (Tithe Act, 1836, s. 64 
(To be continued.) 


— stree 


Law Students’ Journal. err 
The Law Society. 


STU DENTSHIPS, 1919. 


on the recommendation of the Legal Edu 


vwarded the following studentship, of the annual 
it the discretion of the Counc il, subject to the « r » 
Regulations Eliz: 
CLAss A . Clos 
ss A, having certain educational qualifications a 
Mr. Jozhua Samuel Walsh. 
vas educated at the Leeds Central High School 
Roberts’ Sutcliffe, of Harrogate, who was educated at 


vate’s Grammar School, York, is deserving of hor 


















By Order of the Council Th 
E, R. I y cello: 

on li 
of B 
Calls to the Bar. Th 
gentlemen were called to the Bar on Wednesda: Hon 

COLN’S IN» W.S. Lake, London Univ. ; J. R. Wood, Jesu ; took 
B.A.; ¢ iptain W R. Nottidge, Reserve of Officers, ot J s Parn 
Oxford; H. W. Spicer, Jesus Coll., Camb., M.A. ; Lieut it Th 

nel R. H. Haining, D.S.O., R.F.A.; H. Malone, Queen’s Coll stat it 
ist, R.U.1., B.A., LL.B., Queen's Univ. ; Captain R. H. Furness the ( 
ish West India Regt cellor 
wner Temece.—G. Murray-Jardine, Camb.; A. K. Hamilton 
B.A., Camb.; H. F. Sampson, B.A., Oxford; W. D. Bro 
‘amb. ; A. ( S. Thom-Postlethwait B.A., Camb At 

A. : S W. Mountain, B.A., Camb.; C. Eade 3. A, was | 

L. D. Cotterill, B.A., Oxford; A. P. Jones, M.A., LL.B., year 

D>. N. Hossie, M.A., Oxford ;M. D. Perrins, B.A., Cam) t Impe 

B.A Oxford: E. ¢ (*. Hamblin, B.A., LL.B... Can Ss COT 
William Borthwick k fJeckwith, B.S London: G. Sutt |. chair. 

ry B.A., Oxford; R. S. Stewart, M.A CLL... B.Litt., Dur provi 
Mippite Teme H.R.H. the Prince of Wales; P. F.C. A. Re : for tl 
M. D M.B., B.Se., LL.B., I.M.S~ (retired); Captain At 
R.A.S.¢ Captain A. J. Martin, B.A., Yorks. Hussars : of dy 

4. H. Hill; R. H. Morris, B.A.; P. H. King; F ; 


H. S. Carlyon; M. J. B. F. Herchenrodet —. 


; G. E. Edwards; Major H. J. MeGrigor, M.B , 
Captain F, B. Gillett, lst Life Guards; R. 8 n, 
M. Marx; H. E. Garle; R. Williamson, barrister t 


Berkele V 
W King. LL.B. (Lond.), Registrar and ¢ ner 
ul iu ipreme vuurt of China, Shanghai; Staff Lieutenant E. H. ¢ ins 

and the orde t or ‘ »t charg: Iamdon Regt., Director of Land Registries, Jerusalem; Major G. Owen, FIF 

and f . rote - ‘ TILE t I SON inte tec 1 the rentcharge DSO R. Welsh Fusiliers, M.A.. Univ. of Wales Major Dp. P. D es, 
If the rate = n ' ecranon Money ere o per cent \rmy Cyclist Corps, Univ. of London; Lieutenant A. M. Hamilton 

and the a ; , ter 1 order to replace the con ome y LL.B. (Livegpool); Surgeon-Commander J. Stoddart, 

sideration mot . ' fifty years, were calculated at ‘ A. Eastwood, LL.D. (Manchester); R. J. Robinson, B.A., 

oq per cent . nie ' y tor fifty years required wning Coll., Camb. ; Captain G. A. Borthwick, R.A.M.( 


a per 


4 , = —_ 
under the A ! re 1 eration for redemption of £100 ' Ch.B., Edin. ; Captain T. N. Winning, Sherwood Foresters ; J. A. 
tithe rent hare u . ; be £108 2s. 6d., and th |, M.C., Lieutenant in the French Army, Licencié-és-Lettres of THE 
if not attached t . vou ’ 9S Us ris vocat; Pte. K. B. Dockrell, R. Irish Fusiliers, B.A., Trin. Coll., 

7. Charqea for Rede ily paid ft} idera 1, member of the Irish Bar THE 
ibl t edemption of ithe rentcharge he above list does not contain the names of gentlemen who app 


i 


tion money pi 
is not paid or discharged w n one month after the eame becomes not practice in England. 





payable, e owner of e rentcharge may apply to the Board for ar — —— 

order charging the land with the payment of the consideratio one y , 
charging pa ae ¢ Toe Movs} lure North British AND MERCANTILE INSURANCE COMPANY announce 

; , IR : : vat a branch office for the Law Courts district will be opened at 61-462, 

‘. Priority and Registra von of Charges —-A charge created under | Chancery-lane, W.C. 2, on Monday next, 7th July, under the mamgr 

he provisions of paragraph 6 or 7 will have priority over existing | ment of Mr. J. Marsden-Neye. For 


and the coste mcurred in obtaimng the charge 








ince 


1-62, 








For Further Information, write: 
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— 
e al Ne Ss t —_ blue serge suit 1915 f v £3 10s ; Shortly afterwards he 
| A g Fe e ] ned the Army ving only worn the suit a few times In December 
Cc ' - last his wife sent the suit to the defendants to be cleaned and pressed 
hanges in Partnerships. ready for her husband to wear when he was demobilized. The firm 
Di | P adn tted that the suit } ad gone astray and offered to pay £3 lls A 
1SsO ution. tailor told the Judge that the present value of the suit would be at 
Greorce Tyson Sencwick and Herpert Groroe Smitn, solicitors | 8st £9, a d his honour gave judgment for £7 and costs 
(Wareing, Cropper, Son, & Co.), 61, Lord-street, Liverpool. June 25 In the House f Commons, on Monday, replying to Rear-Admiral 
The said Herbert George Smith will continue the said business under | Adair, who asked whether any progress had been made towards the 
the style or firm of Wareing, Cropper, Son & Cx establishment of the Ministry of Commerce, Mr. Bonar Law, Lord Privy 
Samvet Revsen Ginn, Grorrrey GaRLaNp GoopMman, Dennis Barton . il, sa : The intention is that the Board of Trade should be 
Grxn, and Joun Epwarp Few, solicitors (Ginn & Co.), 63, St. Andrew's. | CeY@OPee perform ail the functions of a Ministry of Commerce 
street, Cambridge. June 30. Samuel Reuben Ginn, Geoffrey Garland r io vrmsby JON Ww eas ee T — Des irtment _be 
Goodman, and Dennis Barton Ginn will continue to practise in — le e Board of Trade and separated from the Foreign Office 


partnership at 63, St. Andrew’s-street, Cambridge, and John E iwa ard 
Few will continue to practise at Bank-buildings, 1, Sidney-street, Can 
bridge Gazette, July 1 


Business Changes. 
The practice of Mr. T. H 


Hunton Carter, solicitor, at 1, Lichfield 
ERNEST 


street, Bilston, near Wolverhampton, has been taken over by Mr 

J. Hatt, solicitor, as and from the 24th June last. The practice 
carried on in future at the above address by Mr. Hall under his 
name 


Information Required. 


FRANCE-HAYHURST (OR CLOETE). Will Wanted.—A 


plicitor having made or having knowledge « Mrs. Re 
Elizabeth Maynard France Hay urst, the wile « Capta I W 
Hosken France-Hayhurst, of tostock Hall, Middlewich, Cheshire nee 
Cloete), who died in May last, is requested to mmunicate wit! Per 
to Powys 6. Lincoln's Inn-field#, W.C. 2 


General. 


The King has been pleased to grant his 
cellor’s absence from Great Britain for the 
on 18th July to attend a reception arranged by the judges 
of Belgium 

The Lord Chancellor 
sitting of the Judicial C 
Hon. Lyman Poore Duff, 
took his seat at the Board 
Parmoor they heard the 


The City C 


approval to the Lord Chan 
purpose of visiting Brussels 


ind the Bar 


presided, on Tuesday for the first time at 
of the Privy Council 
i judge of the Supreme Court of C 


With Lords Haldane, Buckmaster, and 


irguments in a will case from Quebe 


m the L 


ommittee 


anada iis 


orporation have received a letter f1 


and the Right 


wd Chancellor | 


stating that Judge Rentoul, K.C., has resigned from the Judgeship of 
the City of London Court, on the ground of ill-health The Lord Chan 
cellor asked that suitable arrangements might be made for the grant of | 


@ pension to him 


At a meeting of the Senate of London University last week, a 
was received from the Rhodes Trustees offering to 
year for five years towards the establishment of a 
Imperial History, on condition that the balance 
is contribured from other sources. It was resolved to 
chair, attached to King’s College, as soon as the required 
! vided, and to convey the thanks of the Senate to the Rho 
for their generous offer 
At Ilford County Court 

sued for the 


Rhodes Chair of 
of the necessary 
establish such a 
funds are 


les Trustees 


1 Tuesday, before Judge Crawford 


price of of ithes The 1 


a firm 
laintiff 


a suit 


of dyers were 








funds | perty is general 


letter | 
contribute £575 a | 


| 





ther Mr. Bonar Law \ Committee is at present nsidering 


i] ater l I pe they wall 
I H f ¢ s Tuesday: Mr. ( Harmsworth, Par 
rv I S Fore Affair rey ! t queation 
I M B r. when the f Peace Treaty was 
published, |} i | Ta f the House the French and 
Crert , | it members might have an opportunity 
i mt ! the tl ver ns, said : On the round of expense. it has 
hee Ie led t y uy the Tal f the House only the English official 
text of the T t Copies of t] ff French text lt btained 
P nd 1 in the Libra f the House of Commons for 
referet There is ficial German text Mr. Bott ley In what 
lar the Treat yv) the Germans have ned s it French 
I Mr. ¢ Harmswort In French and Fr sl 
I H St ( Wednesdays Mr. B r Law inawer 
! S EF. ( invit t} ( ' ent naider 
! id f ! r rule mn futur Hi Majesty's 
JTudwe i t he alled ' to pl le er or take part in Com- 
! l ler lest i! which 4 t ntro.* 
‘ ‘ ed. s | The (; ernment iret with t right 
1 that it is le il that His Majest Juduwe should 
| j ; ] ‘ and this c« idera be kept 
! but it v lifficult ¢ make 
! i ind there must | ' where 
} | ' and ' pa ty the Jud peciall 
' | this wa 
I | ‘ \iessr Hert t Wa xX ] ry 
i ! ! i nsa n in Stock I har 
! | House t ru 
nr ’ t morre I xistin 
} I I im! 1M oa 1 | tors 
5 ' und will be ed by Mr. Nigel L. ¢ pl who 
a ret e { Ml W 1 R 1& ¢ N York 
T) H \\ ] I I ! t rit rom tt ! \lessrs 
Nor | Barr & ‘( l J i mid | then 
hy lrector ' he new pa It ! } } ! ted it Mr 
Barringt a the | { licitor to leave the law firnnar 
Me W. W. P wing left Messrs Paines, Blythe. & Huxtable in 


I ‘ wr oil ler to be 1 ’ t general manager of L is 





VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE. It is very essential that all 
Policy Ho iders should have 4 detai led valuation of their effecte. Pro- 
ly very inadequately insured, and in case of loss insurers 
suffer acc rdingly DEBENHAM, STORR & SONS (LIMITED), 
2%. King-street, “Covent-carden, W.C. 2, the well-known valuere and 
chattel aucti neers (established over 100 years), have a staff of Expert 
Valuers. and will be glad to desiring valuations for amy 
purpose, Jewels, plate, furs bric-A-brac, a 
epeciality.—{ Apvt.) 





1dviee those 
furniture, works of art, 








THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Co., Lrp. 


CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL oor selected risks. 


FIRE, BURGLARY LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, 


FIDELITY, GLASS, 





MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc.., 


etc. 





Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders. 


THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the most complete Policy ever offered to householders, 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY covers att risks under One Document for One Inclusive Premium, 


IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 


LICENSE 
INSURANCE. 


SPECIALISTS 


Suitable 








Clauses for 
Licensed Property, settled ty Counsel,|will be sent on application. 


24, MOORGATE ST., E.C. 2. 


Insertion in Leases and Mortgages of 
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W. Everrrt & Co. Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before July 14, to send ue 
nd the particulars of their claime, to Frelo. Wa 3 


Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


APPRAL CouRT Mr. Justice 
No. 1. Eve 


Mr. Justhe 
SARGANT. 


Mr. Goldachmidt 
Leach 
Church 
Farmer 
Jolly 
Synge 


Mr. Justice P. 0, 
LAWRENCE. 


EMERGENCY 
ROTA. 


Mr. Borrer 


Mr. Leach 
Goldse!:midt 
Leach 


Charch 
Farmer 
Jolly 
Synge 
Blexam 


7 Mr. Church 
Farmer 
y Jolly 
- 10 Synge 
11 Bloxzam 
Saterday .... 12 Borrer 


Church 
Farmer 
Jolly 


Mr. Justice 
PETERSON. 


Mr. Jolly 
Synge 
Bloxam 
Borrer 
Goldschmidt 
i 


Mr. Justice 
Younoer. 


Mr. Synge 
Bloxam 
Borrer 
Goldschmidt 
Leach 


Mr. Justice 
ASTBURY 


Mr. Ploxam 
8 Borrer 
Goldschmidt 
Leach 
Charch 
Farmer 


Date, 

Mr. Farmer 
Jolly 
Synge 
Bloxam 
Borrer 

Chureh Goldach midt 


Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LiIMITep In OBANCERY. 


l 
Saturday...... 12 


London Fripay, June 27 


Steamsnie Co., Ltv.--Creditors are required, on 
and addresses, and the particulare of their de 
, HM, Clements-lane, liquidator 


Gazette 
or before July 30 


Bropness 
bte or claims, 


to send their names 
to Sydney Thornhill Tracey 
Bropmore Steamsair Co., Lrp 
to send their names and addresses, and the 
to Sydney Thornhill Tracey, 34, Clements-lane 
 Bropstons " Steamsnie Co., Lap.—Creditors are required, on or before J 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debte or 
to Sydney Thornhill Trace 4. Clementa-lane, hquidator 
Kina Cmemica, Co., Lap 
in their names and addreese 
Robert Miller, 42, Spring-wdns 
Mippierow Picturnepromes, Lrp 
send their namee and addresses 
to F. G. Sahofield, 16, Ch 
Morrera Cive Co., Lap I~ VOLUNTARY 
on or before July 15, to send their names 
their debte or claims. t Thomas Gillespie 
liquidator 


July, 30 
or claims 


Creditors are required, on or before 

srtioulars of their debts 
liquidator 

— 

uly 30 


laims 


Creditors are required, on or before July 25, to send 
with particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Manchester, liquidator 

Creditors are 
und the particulare 

Oldham, liquidator 

LIQuipaTion.)—Creditors are 
and addresses, and the partic 

0). Westeate-rd Newcastle-on- Tyne 


required, on or before July 10, te 
of their debte or claims 
required 
ulars of 





July 5, 1919) 


their names and addresses, a 
Davie, 95/97, Finsbury-pavement, liquidator. 

Witusm Tartor & Co. (Hammersmira), Lip. (Is Votenrany Ligvrpationj. 
Creditors are required, on or before July 14, to send their names and addresses, 
snd particulars of their debte or claims, to John T. Rankin, 544, OK Bros st, 


or to Frederic William Davis, 95/97, Finsbury-pevement, liquidators 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limirep in CmayceryY. 
London Gazette-—Trespar, July 1. 


before 
debts 


Armcrart Svurrties Co., Lep.—Creditors are required, on or 
July 2, to send their names and addresses, and the particulare of their 
or claims, to Richard Sewell, 4, Broad Street-pl., liquidator. 

Preston axNp Districr Hipe Sxi~, Fat ann Woow Marger Co,, Ltp.—Crediteny * 
ire required, on or before Aug. 2, to send their names and addresses, and the 
particulate of their debte or claims, to Thomas Rushton, 45, Fishergate, l’restog, 
liquidator 


Moror AND 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gazette.--Fripat, June 27. 


nematograph Theatres, Ltd Lowestoft Constitutional 
cobson & Co., Ltd Ltd. 
nvesend Smelting nd = Refining Fareham Steam Laundry Co., Lt 
, Ltd Army and Navy Auxiliary Co-oper 
ppodrome, Birkenhead, Ltd Supply, Ltd, 
vg Shipping Co., Ltd. Albanian Corporatian, Ltd. 
wiated Estanoias, Ltd. Colleys Patents, Ltd. 
Thomas Methley & Co., Ltd Joshua Nicholson Steamship Co 
Wolverhampton Playhouse, (Ltd 
©. Walmesley & Sons, /Ltd 
Solihull Public Hall Co., Ltd. 
Sack and Bag Co 


emple Chambers Co 


Club 


Navarro Aviation Co., Ltd 
Soconusco Rulbher Plantations, Ltd 
Air Pwhlishing Co., Ltd 

Union Mining Syndicate, Ltd 


Gazette.—Torspar, July 1. 
and Scottish 


London 


Loweetoft and North Suffolk Liberal London 
Club Co., Ltd. Ltd 
J. S. Sterry & Co., LAd Ashby (near Brigg) Constitutions! 
Oulton Broad Electricity Co., Ltd Co., Ltd 
Halliwell & Co., LAd Peterborough Pavilion, Ltd 
Fleetwood Investment Co., Ltd Wombwell Picture Palace Co 
Wale's Invulnerable Tyre Syndicate, Sapphire Bay Shipp ng Co., Ltd 
L.td B. Biggs & Co., Ltd. 
Soham Building Co. Joys, LAd. 
Motor and Aircraft Suppiies Co., Ltd 


Aesurance Co,, 


Club 








Mr. Edward John Stubbs Layton, of Budge-row, Cannon-street, E.C.,- 
and Harford Cottage, Sidcup, left estate of gross value, £23,998 





RISE IN 


VALUES. 





SPINK & 


estates at most moderate terms. 
any part of the United Kingdom. 


accuracy guaranteed. 


charge for this service, which 


Diamond and Pearl Sesdhente and Medallists to His Majesty by Appointment, 
16, 17, & 18, Piccadilly, London, W. 1, & 6, King Street, St. James’, S.W, 1, 
beg to intimate they value JEWELS, PLATE, and EFFECTS of deceased 


A thoroughly competent staff for this purpose is always available for 


Duplicate or triplicate inventories always supplied. 


SPECIAL NOTICE. 
TO THE LEGAL PROFESSION, EXECUTORS, & OTHERS. 


In cases where it becomes necessary, or it is preferred to dispose of 
goods by Public Auction, SPINK & SON Lip. 
Special Department for cataloguing and protecting goods for public sale. 
includes expert 
charges, and arranging large or small consignments for sale in the best 
rooms in London, is 5 per cent. inclusive. 


SON Lt. 


Promptitude and 





have had for many years a 
The 


listing, valuing, auctioneers 





SPINK & SON Ltd., Diamond Merchants and Royal Medallists by Appointment. "***"\'3"* 
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